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the desire to make Kansas a free State, as did the | now representing here declares that, in the organic 
Republicans of the State of Maine. So it was || law creating the government in the Territory, 


universally, as,far as I know anything about it, 
in the free States. Gentlemen need not flatter 
themselves, therefore, that that issue has been 
presented and decided in the free States. If we 
did so much without it; if we did so much with 
and in opposition to the acts ‘and principles of 
this Administration alone ; if what was done, 
what was said, and what was admitted, could 
carry the old Democratic State of Maine by a ma- 
jority of more than twenty-five thousand votes, and 
the Democratic State of Michigan, represented 


here in part by the distinguished Senator near me, | 


_ there shall bea prohibition in limine, thatnoslaves 
shall go there. That was the issue presented by 
the platform adopted at Cincinnati. What col- 


|| lateral issues may have been presented in differ- 
|| ent States by their orators and papers | know not. 


{Mr. Cass,] by nearly twenty thousand votes, | 


what would have happened in those two States 
if the sentiment which has been stated and advo- 


cated by the Senator from Virginia had been || 


openly advocated before the people there? Sir, | 
there would have been hardly a vestige left of | 
what. is called the Democratic party in either of | 
those States, or in any other free State in this | 


Union. 


What is that doctrine? The Senator from 


Virginia claims that the Constitution recognizes || 
the existence of slavery as an existing institution. || 
He ] 


Grant it; so it does by clear implication. 
claims that it concedes to it certain political 
power. I grant that also; it provides for and 
gives it political power. He claims that to be a 
contract. I grant that also, and a contract to be 
maintained. Sir, I repudiate the idea of any in- 
tention on the part of the Republican party to 
interfere in any shape with that contract, or with 
any of the legitimate consequences of that con- 
tract—any of those advantages to which the 
slave States are entitled in consequence of that 
contract. But, sir, when it is sail that a neces- 
sary inference from this is the right to expand 
that institution, to spread it over territory where 
it does not exist, and to increase its political 
power thus, we take issue with him; he finds no 
such thing in the Constitution. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator I believe under- 
stands me, if I correctly apprehend the language 
in which he has conveyed the idea. I said this, 
that as a necessary inference from the recogni- 
tion, the protection, and the ascription to it of 
or power, what followed? It should be 
eft to its just and legitimate susceptibilities of ex- 
pausion. What is the meaning of this? That 
those who hold slaves should be allowed to carry 
them into the Territories, the common property 
of the whole country. What is the language of 
the party for which the honorable Senator from 
Maine is now speaking? That in the organic 
law creating government in the Territories there 
shall be a prohibition against the introduction of 
slavery. That is the tenet of the party, I believe. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Then if Congress pass a law 
prohibiting the introduction of slaves, there is 
denied to the institution what I claim to be its 
just susceptibility of expansion. Now, what 
was the issue presented in the last canvass in the 
State so abiy represented by the honorable Sen- 
ator on this floor, or anywhere else, I know not; 
but I do know what was the issue on this sub- 
ject which was presented in the political platform 
adopted at Cincinnati by the Democratic party. 
That issue was the doctrine of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill. What was that? The territorial 
government was so organized there as to admit 
citizens of all the States, whether free or slave, 
to take their property into the Territories; and 
when they organized themselves, or were organ- 
ized under the law, into a legislative body, then 
to determine for themselves whether this institu- 
tion should exist amongst them or not. The 
Specific difference is, that under the Kasas law 
citizens from the slave States might go into the 
Territory with their property; citizens from free 
States might go there holding no such property, 
and, when they got there and met in common 
council as a legislative body, they should de- 
termine whether the institution should prevail; 
whereas the party which the honorable Senator is 
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| Mr. FESSENDEN. I so understand it; but 
| what I was speaking of was, that the precise 
proposition now contended for by the Senator 
from Virginia was presented nowhere in that 
| form, or substantially like it. Certainly, in the 
free States, it was not said, and was not claimed, 
that a portion of the constitutional rights of those 
| who hold slaves is the right of expansion ever 
free territory outside of State limits. If the Sen- 
| ator had said they had a right to the natural ex- 
pansion of political power within the States, 
arising from those provisions, as, for instance, 
from the increase of the number of slaves, I cer- 
tainly should agree with him—there is no disput- 
ing that; but when he claims, as part of the 
| contract, by necessary implication, that they have 
| aright to such expansion as might arise from 
transporting those slaves into free territory, and 
thus establishing political institutions of the same 
character, I say that is no part of the contract. 
| When the Constitution was formed, that was a 
concession to the slave power, the slave interest. 
If it was intended that they should have neces- 
sarily a right, without the consent of Congress, 
| or contrary to the laws of Congress, to spread 


| and thus form new States and acquire new 
power, in my judgment, the Constitution, in 
that form, would never have been adopted. As 
my honorable friend from Ohio has said, the 
cotemporaneous exposition of the Constitution 
by those who made it shows the contrary. So 
much political power was granted: it was granted 
| to the States where the institution existed, so long 
as they chose to keep it in operation. It was not 
assumed that it might necessarily be extended 
over free territory—free from the control of Con- 
gress. It is part of our creed that Congress 
ought, in all cases, to provide against the exten- 
sion of the institution of slavery over the free 
Territories of the United States. Weclaim that 
there is no right on the part of the slave States to 
carry itthere. We argue it here, as my friend 


| choose to deal—blit on the question of political 
power. 

The honorable Senator from Texas will not 
undertake again, I think, to assert, that when 
slaves are transported from any State into a Ter- 
ritory, and that Territory becomes a State with 
slave institutions, the political power of slavery 
is not thereby increased. The object avowed by 
the section to which the honorable Senator be- 
longs—the object avowed by the Senotor from 


elsewhere, is to enable the slave States to procure 
either an equality or a majority in number of 
Senators here, in order that they may be able to 
control legislation in regard to that institution, as 
well as in regard to other particulars. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not putit in that way. 
I do not think the question, whether one section 





the Constitution. 


ity, not on the question, whether slavery is right | 
| or wrong in itself—with that, here, 1] do not 


E OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





a 





New Ssries....No. 3. 


Mr. RUSK. Will you vote for their admis- 
sion? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That depends on cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. RUSK. I supposed so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If I be here when the 
time comes, I shall vote probably one way or 
the other on that subject. 

Mr. RUSK. No doubt of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. You say our desire is to 
obtain the control of the Government, by means 
_ of our greater population, and of our necessarily 
greater increase of numbers. You say that this 
increase will continue. Probably so, if you give 
us room to expand; but if you chet us up within 
the comparatively limited territory we now have, 
and you appropriate all the Territories of the 
‘United States, as I think you would be glad to 
do, for the purpose of making slave States, I do 
not know where in the process of time we ma 
be; for it is observable that people of the North 
who go into slave States are very apt to become 


as enamored with the institution as those born 
and bred there. 


Mr. BUTLER. And like negroes just as 


|| well. 


| the institution uncontrolled over free territory, | 


from Ohio has said, not on the ground of human- | 


South Carolina, I think upon this floor, certainly | 


or the other should have the ascendency, ever | 
entered into the conception of those who made | 
I will inform the Senator that 


I have never maintained that we should contend 
| for an ascendency in the slave States with a view 
1 
' 


to control the non-slaveholding States. I disavow 
| any such idea. I think, however, that the most 
| fortunate thing for both would be to have an 
| equilibrium. 

Mr. RUSK. The Senator from Maine will 
find that I have not contended for any such thing 
in regard to my own State. She is entitled to 
| have three additional States formed within her 
| limits, but we have not asked to bring them in. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, In due course of time I 
expect to see them apply for admission. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I dare say, and perhaps 
a little more. Very likely they make worse 
masters, as a generai rule, than those born and 
bred in the same community with the slaves. It 
would be reasonable to suppose so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will here pay a just tribute 
to one northern man. He is, I Cine. one of 
the best planters I ever knew; and he is the strict- 
/est governor. I think it is mercy to govern well 
and strictly. Those who take property by he- 
| reditary right—children whe take it from their 
| parents, are very indulgent to their slaves, and 





generally spoil them. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I am very glad to re- 


ceive information on that subject, as I am on 
| any subject, from the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, or anybody else. But, after all, the ques- 
| tion is simply this: the Senator from Texas does 
| not deny, and no one, I think, will deny, that 
| the great object of this struggle on the part of 
| the South is to obtain an equality, or keep an 
equality, of poles power in this body. 

Mr. RUSK. I do not contend for any such 
ground. The ground of my contention is this: 
that to the Territories, the common property of 
the United States, the people of each of the States 
| have a right, unembarrassed, to go with their 
property; and when you see proper here in Con- 
gress, without any express authority of the Con- 
stitution, to say that, owing to the moral condi- 
tion of the southern States, we cannot emigrate 
there with our property, I regard that as an 
attempt to fasten on the section which I repre- 
sent, and those who are to come after me, an 
odious distinction, which the Senator is much 
mistaken if he supposes we will submit to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not suppose any- 
thing about it. Whether the Senator and his 
friends submit to it or not would not make a 

article of difference in my action. As I said 

efore, on that position the Republican party has 
planted itself, namely: that it will oppose to the 
end—I may say to the bitter end, if bitter it must 
be—the extension of slavery over free territory. 
That is their doctrfhe; it is mine. 

Mr. RUSK. The Senator will put it in a proper 
form. I do not like these phrases to catch pop- 
ular opinion. We of the South have planted 
ourselves on our equal rights under the Consti- 
tution. Our numbers or our weakness does not 
make the slightest difference. So far as I am 
'concerned, | shall live under and support this 
Government as long us it maintains my equal 
rights. The Constitution maintains my equal 
| rights in the State where I live, and in the Terri- 
tories of the United States. When a majority, 
in (as I believe) disregard of the obligations of 
| the Constitution, shall deny me my constitutional 
| rights, against that act of usurpation I am pre- 
| pared to stand up and resist, and I will not stop 
| to inquire what the consequences may be. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. The honorable Senator 
from Texas is a very brave and determined man, 
and I have no idea that he says anything which 
he does not mean, and would not carry out. At 
the same time he will permit me to say, without | 
regard to what the South may do, or what individ- || Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator did | 
uals may do, or may express their design to do, in |, not understand my question. 
case of a certain event, if we regard, and so long Mr. PESSEN DEN. I did. 
as we do regard, that matter to be essential tous || Mr. BAYARD. Ithinknot. I merely added | 
and to our rights under the Constitution of the || to my inquiry my own views of the violation of | 
United States, we shall, with equal pertinacity, | right upon the one side; I did not ask him to | 
follow it out, until there ceases t6 be any hope || discuss that. My question was, what injustice, | 
to accomplish the object. || what injury results to the people of the non- | 

Mr. RUSK. You have the numbers. || slaveholding States from allowing the people of | 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator from Maine || the whole country to havea right to goto any | 
will allow me I will ask him a question. '| territory of the United States with any species of 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think I am exceed- || property they possess? In what way does ri 
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from Delaware, and he knows very well that we 


deny there is any such constitutional righton the 
part of anybody. We deny that slavery can 
exist in the Territories unless by force of positive 
law. 








ingly liberal to-day. || affect his own State injuriously? 
r. BROWN. 1 undtrstand the Senator to ||| Mr. FESSENDEN. I was coming to that; | 
take the ground, that the Republican party of || but being a little circuitous, perhaps, in my logic, | 
the North mean to oppose, and to oppose to the || I had not arrived at it quite so soon as the hon- 
bitter end, the extension of slavery to any of the || orable Senator might have expected. I was lay- 
Territories of the United States. | ing the foundation for my answer by saying, that 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Any free territory, I || we deny all those asserted rights with which the 
said, || Senator closed his question to.me. We deny that 
Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senator this: — | there is any constitutional right, on the part of 
pose the people of Kansas, uninfluenced by the || any southern man, to go into a free Territory, 
action of the Government—by any interference || and carry his slaves with him, and hold them 
on the part of the southern people, left perfectly || there. We say that slavery can exist there only 
free to act and elect for themselves, sha!! choose || by force of positive law. Although the contrary 
to introduce slavery and ask for admission into || has become the settled doctrine of the Democratic | 
the Union as a slave State, will he oppose their | party at the present time, we deny it still. We 
admission ? || Say, moreover—and allow me to repeat it—that 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I will meet that question || when we prohibit you from carrying slaves to a 
when it comes. I have noticed the particular || Territory, we leave you still with the same rights 
mode which Senators have here (and it is very || which we ourselves possess. No law is unequal 
acute) when gentlemen are retin ns hy wen ed || in operation unless it acts unequally upon dif- 
line of argument, to interrupt them by asking || ferent persons. The Senator from Delaware can 








what they would do in a supposable case—I pre- | go to these Territories with his hands, and his 
sume with the object of producing embarrass- | heart, and his head, and make the most of them 
ment. | there, upon the same terms that I can go and 


Mr. BROWN. Notat all. | make the most of the vastly inferior power, phys- 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Now, whatever the ob- | ical and intellectual, which God has given to me. 
ject may be, I beg leave to say to the Senator | We say that when we leave the South and the 
from Mississippi, and all others, that [am not || North, the slave States and the free States, upon 
to be caught in any such way. I will answer || that — line, we leave them equal, and we 
any question in reference to my line of argument; | trench on no rights of theirs by that prohibition. 
but whenever they attempt to get me out of that We say, moreover, that the Constitution lias 
line by asking what I will do in any supposed || expressly given to the Congress of the United 
contingency, my only answer is, that I will let || States the power to make rules and regulations for 
you know how I vote when the contingency || the Territories, and that this authorit includes 
arises, | the power to prohibit slavery in the Territories, 
Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to ask a question || and prevent its exiension over them. I remem- 
in the Senator’s line of argument? ber that the first time I had the honor of address- 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. ing the Senate, the honorable Senator from Mich- 
Mr. BAYARD. I wish to understand on || igan [Mr. Cass] denied this position, and told 
what ground he claims that it is an interference | me the Supreme Court had decided otherwise. I 
with the rights of the people of the non-slave- || had so much respect for. him that I did not dis- 
holding States for Congress to abstain from the || pute his word, though I was not aware of any 
exercise of any power in reference to the com- || such decision. Since that time I have looked 
mon territory of the Union, either prohibiting or || into the subject, and certainly none such can be 
authorizing slavery there? In what respect does || found. eee 
it violate the rights of oe citizen, or of any non- Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator is mis- 
slaveholding State, for Congress to exercise no || taken. He misunderstands what I said to him. 
power, either for the purpose of prohibition, or || The ground which he took was on the old ques- 
for the purpose of authorization of slavery? On || tion of the power of Congress to extend general 
the other side, I suppose the prohibition infringes || jurisdiction over the Territories, under that clause 
on the rights of citizens of the United States .to | of the Constitution giving the power to regulate 
go with any species of property into territory || the public lands. I merely stated to the honor- 
which belongs to the people of the whole Union; | able Senator that the Supreme Court had decided 
it is a violation of the nights of the citizens of | that the term “territory’’ in that clause of the 
those States who happen to hold that particular || Constitution meant land. That they did decide. 
description of property. {do not see where the || Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator will refer 
violation is on the other side. | to the printed debate of that day, he will find 
Mr. FESSENDEN. If I thought that a pro- || that he is in error. He will find that he wenyas 
hibition by Congress of the extension of slavery || far as I now state, that is to say, that the Supreme 
to the Territories was interfering with the con- || Court had decided contrary to the view which I 
stitutional right of any map in any section of || was then taking, viz: that they derived all neces- 
the Union, | certainly should not be an advocate | sary power to Jegislate for the Territories under 
for that interference. The question, however,.| that clause of the Constitution. ‘That the Sena- 
has been argued over and over again upon this | tordenied, on the authority of the Supreme Court. 
floor, I might say argued even ad nauseam, until || Although I did not dare, as a young member of 
everybody is tired of it. It has been argued over | this body, to dispute it then, I have since ascer- 
and over again upon every stump through the | tained that he was in error on that point. 
whole country. We know the force of the argu- Mr. CASS. The circumstance is perfectly 
ment, that this is only permitting the people to || fresh in my mind. I argued the question ten 
act for themselves; carrying out the idea of pop- || years ago, and ten times since. I am not going 
ular sovereignty; and that there is a right in the || to enter into it now. The point of the honorable 
people of the Territories to form their own insti- || Senator, on the occasion to which he alludes, 
tutions to suit themselves, and a right in the || turned, as I understood him, upon the meanin 
ople of the southern States to remove into the || of the word “territory”’—whether it extende 
erritorics, and carry their slaves with them. || further than the public lands. A Senator not 
The question has been argued here too often not || now in his seat—I think it was Mr. Sumner— 
to be entirely familiar to the honorable Senator || assured the gentleman that the Supreme Court 
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made that decision. It was one of the Senators 
sitting on that side near him who declared tha; 
such a decision had been made. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was affirmed by the 
honorable Senator from California, [Mr. We,. 
LER. 4 
Me. CASS. I think it was also acknowledged 
by one of the Senators on the other side. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. 

Mr. CASS. It was touching the decision of 
the Supreme Court, that the werd “ territory” 
in this clause was equivalent to ** public land.” 
With respect to the other point, permit me to say 
that I did not put it. The main argument I pro. 
duced in this body years ago. I did not assume 
that the Supreme Court had so decided. I stated 
that, in the opinion of Judge Marshall, which has 
been alluded to during this debate, he put the 
right of governing the ‘Territories on three or four 
different grounds. He put it on the ground of 
sovereignty. He put it on the ground of the 
regulation of property. He put it on the ground 
of the aquisition of territory; and finally, he put 
it on the ground of possession, viz: that the ower 
wus exercised. I never based the view which | 
took of the incompetency of Congress to legislate 
on the domestic concerns ef the people of a Ter. 
ritory on a decision of the Supreme Court, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I shall not attempt at 
this day, and on this occasion, to review any 
of the former speeches made by the honorable 
Senator from Michigan. If I misunderstood 
him upon the former occasion, my misunderstand- 
ing is matter of record. What he then said is 
also matter of record. If he refers to it, he will 
find that I am not out of the way, for I have 
looked at it since the occurrence with reference 
to this particular view. TI take it, then, not to be 
disputed by him at least, that it is the settled 
doctrine of the Supreme Court of the United 
States that, under this clause of the Constitution, 
Congress has a right to legislate for the Territo- 
ries. That right may be deduced besides from 
the necessity of the case. The power has been 
exercised over and over again. What we hold 
as a party is, that as this power exists in the 
Congress of the United States, it is the duty 
of Congress so to exercise it as to prevent the 
extension of slavery over free territory. 

I come now to answer, so far as t can, the 

uestion put to me by the honorable Senator 
front Delaware. - He asks how they interfere 
with us? Sir, we are a partnership. The free 
States and the slave States are connected together. 
The people of the free States and of the slave 
States ought to have influence in this Confederacy 
somewhat in proportion to their population. 
There is a provision in the Constitution which 
enables the slave States to exercise a power dis- 

roportioned to their number of free people. It 
is, as claimed by the Senater from Virginia, an 
element of political power. If it be a fact that 
free and slave labor cannot exist together, if the 
two systems be in a degree antagonistical, if their 
interests be in a measure opposite, everything 
which has a tendency to increase the political 
power of the slave interest in this country isa 
direct encroachment on the political power of the 
free people of the free States. It may be con- 
stitutional—it may be legal; but it is none the less 
an encroachment. What tends to increase the 
one tends also to dimjnish the other. 





Conse- 


| quently the effect, if beneficial politically to you, 


is injurious politically to us. It is on this posi- 
tion, as stated by the Senator from Ohio, that we 
base ourselves in some degree. 

Again, this is a political partnership, and the 
common burdens are to be borne in common. 
We. have an interest that the Territories of this 
country shall be made into great States, strong 
States, powerful and rich States, able to protect 
themselves, and aid us in protecting the country, 
to increase the revenues and power of defense, 
and power of attack of this great nation. Will 
the honorable Senators from the slave States 
pretend to say that slave institutions have the 
same effect and the same power in making great, 
and powerful, and*strong States of the Union, 


members of the partnership, as free institutions 
have? Will they so contradict all history as to 
hazard any such assertion? I trust not. Look 
at the State of Virginia. It is a State that I look 
upon with great kindness; but will the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, (he is not now in his seat,) 
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or will any other man, contemplate that State, 
and compare her with the State of Pennsylvania, 
which lies alongside of her, and look at her pres- 
entand her past. If we refer to revolutionary 
times, we shall find that the State of Virginia, 
which has a territory almost equal to the territory 
of all New England in square miles at the present 
day, or but little short of it, had in those days a 
population about equal to that ofall New England. 
Bhe had a larger commerce and greater agricul- | 
tural power. She was greater than all, stronger 
than all, though the institugion of slavery then 
existed in New England iffact, but in a much | 
jess degree than in Virginia, 
What is a now, compared with those 
States, in wealth, strength, and power alone? | 
—and I speak only of these. Her free white 
opulation, if I remember rightly, is less than 
a million; the population of New England is 
something like two million seven hundred thou- 
sand or two million eight hundred thousand. 
What is her commerce? I refer the Senator to 
the description given of her commerce by the 
resent Goyernor of Virginia—it has’ taken to 
itself wings and flown away. What is her agri- 
culture? Does it compare, rich as she is in native 
resources, with the agricultural productions of 
even New England, barren and sterile as she is 
described to be? What is she in any particular— 
I mean as a powerful State? What is she in any- 
thing, except in the patriotism, learning, and | 
ability of her sons?—for there I do not pretend | 
to question her equality; but in all else, in popu- 
lation, in commerce, and manufactures, even in 
agriculture—in everything that tends to make a 
great and strong Siate—how does she compare 
with New England? What has done this? I 
believe — we believe at the North, that Virginia, 
with her greater naturaladvantages, with her water 
power, which is unequaled, with her soil, which 
is unsurpassed, with the mines that are in her 
bosom—everything that could make a State great 
and powerful—would not be what she is but for 
the institution which she has so loved and cher- 
ished. 

In looking at a paper which came to me this 
morning, I met with an extract, which I will take 
the liberty to read, not with any invidious feeling. 
I do not know but that the Senator from Vir- 
gus can inform me whether it is correct or not. 

t professes to be an extract from a speech of a 
Mr. Marshall, who is described as a son of the 
late Chief Justice Marshall, delivered in the 
House of Delegates of the State of Virginia in 
the year 1832: 

* Slavery is ruinous to the whites—retards improvement— 
roots out industrious population—banishes the yeomanry 
of the country—deprives the spinner, the weaver, the 
smith, the shoemaker, the carpenter, of employment and 
support. This evil admits of no remedy—it is increasing, | 
and will continue to increase, until the whole country will 
be inundated with one black wave covering its whole 
extent, with a few white faces here and there floating on 
the surface. The master has no capital but what is vested 
in human flesh—the father, instead of being richer for his 
sons, is at a loss how to provide for them; there is no 
diversity of occupations, no incentives to enterprise. Labor 
of every species is disreputable, because performed mostly 
by slaves. Our towns are stationary, our villages almost 
everywhere declining, and the general aspect of the country || 
marks the eurse of a wasteful, idle, reckless population, 
who have no interest in the soil, and care not how much | 
it is impoverished. | 

“Public improvements are neglected, and the entire | 
continent does not present a_region for which nature has || 
done so much and art so litt#. If cultivated by free labor, 











the soil of Virginia is capable of sustaining a vast popula- | 
ton, among whom labor would be honorable, and where | 


‘the busy hum of men’ would tell that all were happy and | 
all were free.”? 


Mr. COLLAMER. I have the whole speech. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should have finished | 
what I had to say long ago if honorable Senators | 
had not put so many trouk’esome questions to | 
me. I answer the honorable Senator from Dela- | 
ware thus: we are States, but we are a nation; | 
We are a people, yet a united people. What is | 
interesting to one ought to be interesting to all. 
What strengthens a part of this great country | 
strengthens the whole. What weakens a part | 
weakens the whole. Whatdiminishes the power | 
of one section diminishes the power of the whole | 
country, directly, necessarily, inevitably. What || 
Strengthens a part has the same effect upon the 
whole country. I have been surprised to hear 


ntlemen from the South ask us, ‘* Why do you | 
iave the impertinence to interfere with this ques- 
tion? What is it te you? Why not let us alone 
to manage this matter, which is a matter solely 
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| shall be left to sweep over it, carrying with it 
| effects so blighting, it becomes not only my right, 


| against it, and to go before my constituents, and 


| ment to permit the extension of slavery over | 


| interest in the Territories. 


of our own concern?’’ So it is a matter of your 
concern in the States where this institution exists. 
We have agreed that it should be; and I say to 
you that for one I am opposed, and always have 
so expressed myself, to interfering with @hat ques- 
tion among you in the slave States at all, directly 
or indirectly; for what I have no right to do 
directly I have no right to do indirectly. But 
when it comes to the question, whether an insti- 
tution which has produced such effects, which is 
so enfeebling, necessarily, to the great whole of 
which I am a part, and of which my State is a 
part, and which has produced the blighting effects 
there stated, shali be extended over a Territory 
vast as all the territory which now goes to make | 
up the States of this Union, and this black wave | 


but my solemn duty, to stand here and protest 


before the world, wherever and whenever I can, 
and protest and act against a result which I be- 
lieve will be attended with such enormous evils. 
That is my answer to the question which is put 
to me—how our rights and our institutions are | 
to be interfered with by allowing this Govern- 





Territory which is now free, and which ought | 
to be left free ? 
Mr. President, one word more. Ido not look 
upon this question as a question of States. The 
States, as political corporations, have no direct 
i I do not recognize 
the State of Virginia, or the State of Texas, asa 
State, as having a particle of interest in them; | 
nor the State of Maine, nor the State of Massa- 
chusetts, nor New York, nor any other free | 
State. It is a question with the people of the 
United States. One has just as much interes: 
and right as another has. When you come here | 
and talk to us about the institution of slavery as | 
connected with your States, and sdy it is a ques- 
tion between fifteen Siates and sixteen States, I | 
ask, is there no institution in the fifteen States 
composing the South except the institution of | 
slavery? Isthatall which goes to make up these | 
great empires, as they are in the matter of extent | 
to say the least, and should be in the matter of | 
power. You talk to us here as if there Were 


all the slaveholders in the Union, properly such, | 
there are less than five hundred thousand; and, in- | 
cluding their wivesand children, and allconnected | 
with them, they form certainly a decided minority | 
of the white free people of the slave States them- | 


selves. Are these free white people ever repre- | 
sented here? You say you represent them; but | 
what I am remarking is, that slavery alone does | 
not constituteallthe South. There are other men | 
than those who own slaves, or are interested in 
slaves; and for their benefit, as well as ours, I | 
would open these Territories te freedom, and | 
hold them consecrated to freedom forever. 
But for the fact that it might seem invidious | 
and unkind, I would allude to and read extracts | 
from southern writers themselves, showing the | 
effect of slavery upon a very large portion of the | 


the fact as well as I do, and better than I do, for 
ou have been eye and ear witnesses. But what 
t wish to say to you is, that when you speak | 
upon this subject, and of your rights in regard | 
to it, do not talk of the rights of the States, for 
there is no State that has any right whatever, as 
such, in this cornection. It is a question affect- 
ing all the oapen of the free States and all the 
people of the slave States, and as much the | 
ey of slave States who do not own slaves as | 
of the people of those States who do own slaves, | 
although we never hear a voice raised within | 
these walls from that section except in support 
of the institution, and almost universally in favor | 
of its extension. Sir, I look upon our view of 
this question as one quite as interesting to the | 
people of the slave States as to those of the free 
States of the Union. I know it is a question of | 
political power; but it is not a question of political 
power between fifteen slave States and sixteen | 
free States. It is a question of political power | 
between the half million of people who own | 
‘ 


slaves, and all the rest of the free people of the 
Union, amounting is to twenty-five mil- 


lionsat the present day. There is the question; 


it is not so. 





. ; “ 
nothing else in the South but slavery. .I cannot | 
put out of sight the results of the census. Of | 


white population of the slave States. You know 
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and when Senators attempt to limit it as they do, 
by describing it and claiming it before the people 
as a matter between one great class of States and 
another great class of States, I beg leave to say 

The political power, if it comes, 
and if the Senate of the United States is to pasa 
into the hands of those gentlemen, goes not into 
the hands of the great mass of free people inhab- 
iting the slave States of this Union, but into the 
hands of a class, a small class—however respect- 
able, however upright, however patrictic they 
may be—and I give them, in these particulars, all 
the credit that | arrogate or claim for my own 
section of the country. The fact stands out in 
bold relief, and cannot be denied, that when this 


| political power—a power to control the legislation 


of this country by a yeto, in one body at least— 
passes into the hands of the slave States, accord- 
ing to your definition, it passes into the hands of 
less than half a million of men, who can control 
the interests of all the rest of the free people of 
the Union together. 

That is the simple truth. It is what we con- 
tend against. As I said to the Senate before, I 
have contended against it. I have struggled to 
prevent the extension of slavery over the free 
territory of this'country. I have struggled to 
prevent it by endeavoring to prevail on the Gen- 
eral Government to exercise its powers to keep 
the Territories free from slavery. I may fail; 
we may all fail, but our purpose is fixed and firm. 
I notify gentlemen that no threats of a dissolu- 
tion of the Union in case we elect this man or 
that man—no threat of any kind which they can 
utter, will turn us, or at least will turn me, from 
that purpose which | have announced heretofore, 
and which I now announce again. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave found the colloquy between 
the honorable Senator from Maine and myself, 
to which he has alluded. I will read it without 
making a single comment. During his remarks 
on March 3, 1854, he said: 

“The Senator from Michigan has given us an argument 


on the subject of this constitutional power of Congress to 
prohibit slavery in the new Territories.”? 


Then comes the interruption: 


“Mr. Cass. Do you find it in the Constitution ? 

“Mr. Fessenpen. Suppose Ido not; does it exist, or 
does it not exist? 

“Mr. Cass. Itgives you no power. 

‘Mr. FessenpDeNn. Is there such a thing as sovereignty 
recognized by the people? 

‘“*Mr. Cass. I will state to the Senator thatit gives you 
no kind of power. You are sovereign in relations to other 
nations. When you want to know what you may do, you 
may consult the laws of nations to ascertain ; but as to who 
is to do it, and how itis to be done, you must look to the 
Constitution; aad if you do not find it there, it is with the 
people. 

“Mr. Fessenpen. I acknowledge the very high authority 
of the honorable Senator; but | want to ask again, and 
gentlemen may answer it or not, whether there is or is not 
such a thing as sovereignty, the power to command, and the 
power to make laws? It strikes me that there is. Well, if 
such a thing existed over this territory before it was ceded 
by France, if it did exist there when the territory was ceded 
to the United States of America, did or did not the sover- 
eignty pass with the territory? Itceased in France, Did it 
become extinct, or did it live and pass to the United States ? 
If it passed to the United States, it passed to the people of 


~ the United States. Sovereignty—what is not granted by the 


Constitution—is in the peopie. All sovereignty with us is 
in the people. They parted with none, except in the form 
of the Constitution. If it existed in the people, to whom 
do the people delegate that sovereignty? How do they 
exercise that sovereignty? Why, sir, they delegate it to 
the officers of the Constitution, whom the Constitution 
made—to the Congress of the United States and the Presi- 
dent of the United States. What sovereignty they may 
have, so far as they did act apon the subject, was delegated 
to the Congress of the United States. Is not this particular 
subject provided for in the Constitution? Is nothing said 
about the Territories in the Constitution? Do we not find 
them mentioned there? I believe we do. I think we find 
it said that Congress shall have the power to make ail 
needful rules and regulations regarding the ‘Territories. 

“Mr. Cass. ‘Territory or other property.’ 

“Mr. Fessenven. [ know that it is ‘territory or other 
property.’ 

“Mr. Cass. Not ‘ Territories.’ 

‘Mr. Fessenpen, Well, the territory of the United 
States; because at that time there was but one Territory. 
But ‘territory’ isa general term. It means just as much as 
if it was in the plural, and said ‘ Territories.’ 

‘Mr. Wevwer. Does not the Senator regard the decision 


| of the Supreme Court of the United States? 


“Mr. Fessenven. Undoubtedly; we are bound always 
y3 


| by those decisions, though on one side [ sometimes find 


they are of very little authority; but we will not dispute 
about that. Lam not about to cite cases. I am speaking 
of what the Constitution provides: and it declares ‘ that 
Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations oe the Territories or 
other property belonging to the United States.’ 

‘Mr. Wetter. Territory. : 

“Mr. Fessenpen. Well, territory. It makes no differ- 
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rr Gentlemen argue 
this thing as if that included —i the regulation of the 
lands. Is not that a new idea? ow long has it existed ? 

“Mr. Cass. Since the decision of the Supreme Court. 

“Mr. Fessenpen. When was that? 

“Mr. Cass. Some twenty years ago. 

‘“*Mr. Fessenpen. I cannot dispute the gentleman. 
Then that is to say that there is no further power given by 
that clause of the Constitution than to take and acquire 
land. Has the Supreme Court decided that? 

“Mr. Cass. I will state to the gentleman that the Su- 
preme Court decided that ‘ territory or other property,’ in 
that connection, meantiands. The Supreme Court decided 
afterwards, independently of that, that the power to regu- 
late and dispose of the lands did include the right of juris- 
diction.”’ 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, it is per- 
fectly obvious that on this very important ques- 
tion, as to the number of copies of the President’s 
message which are to be published, we cannot 
come to a conclusion without mature delibera- 
tion. ‘The destinies of the nation hang on the 
solution of the question, as is obvious from the 
interest it has excited. 
dential election was closed, felt very much as the 
schoolboy did after the long term during which | 
he had been studying the classices—‘* Thank 





God, I have got rid of the Greeks and Romans !”’ | Gilchrist Porter of Mo., Valentine B. Horton of | 
| Ohio, James Thorington of lowa, Emerson Eth- 
Other gentlemen, how- || eridge of Tenn., Thomas F. Bowie of Md., John 


I felti—** I thank God I have got rid of presiden- 
tial stump-speaking.”’ 





|| Simmong of N. Y., Humphrey Marshall of Ky., 


'| of Ala., William A. Lake o 





| 
i 
| 


1, for one, after the presi- || J. Pearce of Penn., George Vail of N. J., John 


| 


ever, seem to have different tastes, and in order I 


that each member of the body may have an op- 
portunity fully to prepare himself for the discus- 
sion of so grave a question, without intending 
myself to participate in the debate, I obtained the | 
floor in order to move an adjournment, which I | 
now move. 

‘The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvurspay, December 4, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

NEW MEMBER. 

Mr. J. C."Davis, member of Congress elect to 
fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of 
Mr. Richardson, for the fifth congressional dis- | 


trict of Illinois, appeared, and took the oath to | 
support the Constitution of the United States. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER announced the following | 
standing committees of the House for this ses- | 
sion: 

Committee of Elections.—Messrs. Israel Wash- | 
burn, Jr., of Me., Alexander H. Stephens of 
Ga., Cooper K. Watson of Ohio, Francis E. 
Spinner of N. Y., John Hickman of Pa., Schuy- 
ler Colfax of Ind., William R. Smith of Ala., 
John A. Bingham of Ohio, and Mordecai Oliver | 
of Mo. 

Committee of Ways and Means.—Messrs. Lewis | 
D. Campbell of Ohio, Howell Cobb of Ga., Wil- 
liam A. Howard of Mich., John Letcher of Va., | 
H. Winter Davis of Md., Russell Sage of N. Y., | 
John S. Phelps of Mo., James H. Campbell of | 
Pa., and Alexander De Witt of Mass. 

Committee of Claims.—Messrs. Joshua R. Gid- | 
dings of Ohio, John Letcher of Va., James Bish- 
op of N. J., J. Glancy Jones of Pa., George G, 
Dunn of Ind., Ebenezer Knowlton of Me., Miles 
Taylor of La., William A. Gilbert of N. Y., | 
and Samuel S. Marshall of Ill. 

Committee on Commerce.—Messrs. Ellihu B. 





'| William R. Sa 


Washburne of Ill., Edward Wade of Ohio, John | 


8S. Millson of Va., T. J. D. Fuller of Me., Job 
R. Tyson of Pa., Luther M. Kennett of Mo., 
Guy R. Pelton of N. Y., Linus B. Comins of 
Mass., and George Eustis, Jr., of La. 

Committee on Public Lands.—Messrs. Henr 
Bennett of N. Y., Aaron Harlan of Ohio, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb of Ala., James J. Lindle 
of Mo., Elisha D. Cullen of Del., David S. Wal- 
bridge of Mich., Samuel Brenton of Ind., Augus- 
tus E. Maxwell of Fla., and James Thorington 
of lowa. 

Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.— 
Messrs. Daniel Mace of Ind., Jesse 0. Norton of 
Iil., Thomas T. Flagler of N. Y., David Barclay 
of Penn., Timothy C. Day of Ohio, Paulus Pow- 
ell of Va., Percy Walker of Ala., John M. Wood 
of Me., and Philemon T. Herbert of Cal. 


Committee for the District of Columbia.—Messrs. | 
-» William O. Goode || drew Oliver of N. Y., James Pike of N. H., 


Orsamus B. Matteson of N. 


| 








back of Ind., John Dick of Penn., J. Morrison 
Harris of Md., Hendley S. Bennett of Miss., | 
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Tenn., William W. Welch of Conn., Albert G. 
Talbott of Ky., Samuel Dickson of N. Y., John 


Mark Trafton of Mass., and P. H. Bell of Texas. | _ of Ga., and George R. Robbins of 


Committee on the Judiciary.—Messrs. George A. 





Lucian Barbour of Ind., John S. Caskie of Va., 
Samuel Galloway of Ohio, Sampson W. Harris 
Miss., Abram | 
Wakeman of N. Y., and Mason W. Tappan of | 
N. H. 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. 


| David Ritchie of Penn., Ambrose S. Murray of 
_N. Y., Muscoe R. H. Garnett of Va., William 


H. English of Ind., John McQueen of S.C., 
John Wheeler of N. Y., Isaiah D. Clawson of | 
N. J., J. Reece Emrie of Ohio, and Thomas P. | 
Ackers of Mo. 

Committee on Public Expenditures. — Messrs. | 
Sidney Dean of Conn., John Covode of Penn., | 
John Kelly of N. Y., Richard Mott of Ohio, John | 


M. Elliott of Ky., Henry Waldron of Mich., and | 
Lawrence O’B. Branch of N. C. 
Committee on Private Land Claims.—Messrs. | 


M. Sandidge of La., Philemon T. Herbert of Cal., 
David F. Robison of Penn., and Thomas R. 
Horton of New York. 

Committee on Manufactures.—Messrs. Ezra | 
Clark, Jr., of Conn., Jonathan Knight of Penn., | 
Martin J. Crawford of Ga., Philemon Bliss of | 
Ohio, Nathaniel B. Durfee of R. I., Francis S. 
Edwards of N. Y., James F. Dowdell of Ala., 
John P. Campbell of Ky., and James B. Ricaud | 
of Md. 

Committee on Agriculture.—Messrs. David P. 
Holloway of Ind., Charles Ready of Tenn., 
Galusha A. Grow of Penn., James C. Allen, | 
of Lil., Lewis D. Campbell of Ohio, Edwin B. 
Morgan of N. Y., Alvah Sabin of Vt., Elisha D. 
Cullen of Del., and Fayette McMullin of Va. 








Committee on Indian Affairs. —Messrs. Benjamin 
Pringle of N. Y., James L. Orr of S. C., Charles 
Billinghurst of Wis., Alfred B. Greenwood of 
Ark., Benjamin F. Leiter of Ohio, Robert B. 


|| Hall of Mass., Lemuel Todd, of Penn., Samuel 


Caruthers of Mo., and Philemon T. Herbert of 
Cal. 


Committee on Military Affairs—Messrs. John 
A. Quitman of Miss., John Allison of Penn., 
p of Ohio, Charles J. Faulkner of 
Va., John Williams of N. Y., James W. Den- 
ver of Cal., James Buffinton of Mass., Cadwal- 
ader C, Washburne of Wis., and Bayard Clarke 
OEE 

Committee on the Militia.—Messrs. John C. 
Kunkel of Penn., Thomas R. Whitney of N. Y., 


‘| John S. Harrison of Ohio, ey . Hoffman 
Ga., 


of Md., Nathaniel G. Foster o John M. 
Parker of N. Y., Albert G. Watkins of Tenn., 
Daniel B. Wright of Miss., and J. L. D. Morri- 
son of Ill. 

Committee on Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Samuel 
P. Benson of Me., James S. T. Stranahan of 
N. Y., Thomas S. Bocock of Va., Solomon G. 
Haven of N. Y., Warren Winslow of N. C., 
James L. Seward of Ga., Timothy Davis of 
Mass., William W. Boyce of 8. C., and William 
Millward of Penn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. Alex- 
ander C. M. Pennington of N. J., Thomas L. 
Clingman of N. C., William Aiken of 8S. C., 
Henry M. Fuller of Pa., Benjamin B. Thurston 
of R.I., Benjamin Stanton of Ohio, John Cad- 
walader of Pa., John Sherman of Ohio, and 
Anson Burlingame of Mass. 

Committee on the Territories.—Messrs. Galusha 
A. Grow of Pa., Joshua R. Giddings of Ohio, 
Samuel A. Purviance of Pa., George S. Heus- 
ton of Ala., Amos P. Grane of N. Y., Felix K. 
Zollicoffer of Tenn., William Smith of Va., 
Justin S. Morrill of Vt., and John J. Perry 
of Me. 

Committee on Revolutionary Pensions.—Messrs. 
Jacob Broom of Pa., Charles J. Albright of Ohio, 
Henry A. Edmundson of Va., Killian Miller of 
N. Y., Smith Miller of Ind., Burton Craige of 
N. C., Chauncey L. Knapp of Mass., John 
Woodruff of Conn., and Augustus Hall of Iowa. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. An- 


of Va., Edward Dodd of N. Y., William Cum- '! Thomas B. Florence of Pa., John H. Savage of 


Committee on Roads and Canals.—Messrs, 
James Knox of Ill., Thomas Ruffin of N. C., 
Harvey D. Scott of Ind., George W. Peck of 
Mich., Oscar F. Moore of Ohio, William Barks. 
dale of Miss., Samuel C. Bradshaw of Pa, 
a Rust of Ark., and George T. Hodges 
Oo S 

Committee on Patents.—Messrs. Edwin B. 
Morgan of N. Y., @alvin C. Chaffee of Mass,, 
Samuel A. Smith of Tenn., Robert T. Paine of 
N.C., and John R. Edie of Pa. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.— 
Messrs. Edward Ball of Ohio, Lemuel Todd of 
Pa., Richard C. Puryear of N. C., Lawrence 








ee of 8. C., and Anthony E. Roberts 
of Pa. 

Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business.— 
Messrs. Alvah Sabin of Vt., Hiram Warner of 


|| Ga., Bayard Clarke of N. Y., Eli S. Shorter of 
| Ala., and J. C. Davis of Ill. 


Committee on Accounts.—Messrs. Benjamin B, 
Thurston of R. I., Matthias H. Nichols of Ohio, 


| James Buffinton of Mass., John S. Carlile of 











| Va., and Jonas A. Hughston, of N. Y. 


‘| Committee on Mileage—Messrs. William H. 
|| Sneed of Tenn., Preston S. Brooks of S. C., 





William H. Kelsey of N. Y., Lemuel D. Evans 
of Texas, and James H. Woodworth of Ill. 

Committee on Engraving.—Messrs. William H. 
Kelsey of N. Y., William S. Damrell of Mass., 
and John V. Wright, of Tenn. 

Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment.—Messrs. Preston S. Brooks of 8. C., 
| Samuel A. Smith of Tenn., Asa Packer of Pa., 
Rufus H. King of N. Y. and William S. Damrell 
of Mass. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 

artment.—Messrs. Henry Waldron of Mich., 

aniel Wells, Jr., of Wis., Alexander K. Mar- 
shall of Ky., Zedekiah Kidwell of Va., and 
Isaiah D. Clawson of N. J. 

Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment.—Messrs. Joshua H. Jewett of Ky., Wil- 
liam W. Valk of N. Y., Thomas Rivers of Tenn., 
ae of Penn., and J. L. D. Morrison 
of Ill. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
ment.—Messrs. Thomas L. Harris of Ill., John 
Wheeler of N. Y., Cadwalader C. Washburne of 
Wis., Warner L. Underwood of Ky., and John 
V. Wright of Tenn. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department.—Messrs. John U. Pettit of Ind., 
Leander M. Cox of Ky., John Williams of N. 
Y., Henry C. Burnett of Ky., and Edwin G. 
Reade of N.C. 

Committee on Expenditures on the Public Build- 
ings.—Messrs. Fayette McMullin of Va., An- 
drew Z. McCarty of N. Y., James A. Stewart of 
Md., Samuel F. Swope of Ky., and Robert P 
Trippe of Ga. 

Joint Committee on the Library.—Messrs. Wil- 
liam Aiken of 8S. C., Job R. Tyson of Penn., and 
John U. Pettit of Ind. 

Joint Committee on Printing. —Messrs. Matthias 
H. Nichols of Ohio, Aaron H. Cragin of N. H., 
and Thomas T. Flagler of N. Y. 

Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills.—Messrs. 
James Pike of N. H., Thomas G. Davidson of 
La., and George Vail of N. J. 


The SPEAKER stated the first question to be 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania, [Mr. Grow,] to lay on the table the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote whereby the House 
refused to have the oath of office administered to 
the Delegate elect from Kansas, Mr. Whitfield. 


MISCELLANEOUS PROPOSITIONS. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
the practice, in the early weeks of the session, to 
adjourn over from Thursday till Monday, so as 
to enable gentlemen to transact business in the 
Departments. Now, I have a good deal of business 

| to transact with the Departments, and I suppose 
every other gentleman in the House also has. 
move, therefore, that when the House adjourns 
to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, This is a short ses- 
sion, and I hope we shall not adopt this practice 
of adjourning over. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS made a remark of like im- 
‘ort, which was not audible to the reporter. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I know that that gentle- 
man (Mr. Gippive¢s] is a ractical working man, 
always in his seat and.in his place. (Laughter.] 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. GRANGER. lIask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce at this time the 
following resolution: 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that there be a call of 
the House. I desire, however, to proceed with 
the dispatch of business; and if gentlemen are 
willing to proceed at this time with the business 
of drawing for seats, I will not submit the motion 
for a call of the House. 

Mr. GROW. 
regular order. 

Mr. PHELPS. ThenI move that there be a 
cal! of the House. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. As the House is de- 
termined not to dispose of the question of ones 
for seats, I have a personal request to make. 
am compelled by public business to be absent for 
some time from Washington city at my own resi- 
dence in the State of Georgia. It is not private 
business which carries me there, but public busi- 
ness. 1 therefore shall not be here when the 
seats are drawn. 


I object to everything out of the 


The principal object which I 


had in coming here befor» I had attended to that || 


business, was that [ might be present at the draw- 
ing for seats; and 1 now request of the House 
that | may be permitted, if the drawing takes 
place in my absence, to select a seat by proxy. 

Many Mempers. Draw now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have a colleague who is 
sick at home, and who cannot be here to draw 
his seat. If any gentleman obtains leave to draw 
by proxy, every other absent gentleman will have 
the same right. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen on different sides 
of the House ask that the drawing be had now. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. GROW. _[ object. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I move a call of the 
House; but first I desire to make this request 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who has 
objected: I ask him to permit the resolution in 
regard to the drawing of seats to be received. if 
a majority is for it, well; if not, there's an end 
0 


it. 
Mr. GROW. I insist upon the regular order 
of business. 


Mr. PHELPS. Then I insist on my motion 
that there be a call of the House. 
Mr. LETCHER. I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 102, nays 107; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brancii, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbeli, 
Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
rey Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Killian 
iller, Millson, Millward, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phe!ps, 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart 


Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail Walker, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, eeler, Williams, Winslow, 
ohn V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—102. 


NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry pbennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Day, 

an, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Haven, a Holloway Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston elsey King, , Knight, 

nowlton, Knox Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Samuel 8. Mar- 
shall, Matteson, McCarty, Smith Miller, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Morrison, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Therlngon, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Valk, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron; Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Exihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 





Resolved, That the Rev. Daniel Waldo be the Chaplain 
of the House for the present sessigp of Congress. 
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| Watson, 
| worth—107. 


So the House refused to ord@r a call. 


Mr. LEITER. I again ask the unanimous | 

| consent of the House to take up the resolution | 
roviding for the drawing of seats. Until we get | 

ocations here we cannot provide ourselves with | 
stationery, nor proceed to business. .I do hope | 


| the drawing will be allowed. 
sentiment of the House. 
Mr. BARCLAY. I object. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
| that we fix a day on which we can finally wind 
| up this controversy. Let us fix a day for that, 
| then adopt the resolution of the gentleman from 


It is the general 


| lain, then draw for seats, and then adjourn, so as 
| to allow members to attend to other business. I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to sub- 
mit the resolution which I proposed to offer the 
~*~ before year. 
he resolution was read, as follows: 
| Resolved, That all further proceedings having reference 
| to the admission of John W. Whitfield as a Delegate from 
| the Territory of Kansas to a seat in this House, be post- 
poned until Tuesday next, at one o’clock, p. m., at which 
hour the question will be finally disposed of ; and that there- 
| after no motionin relation to his right to a seat will be 
entertained by the House at the present session. 


Mr. BARCLAY. 
| amendment to that resolution ? 
The SPEAKER. 


' by the House. 


| resolution if it be called up on that day without 
the operation of the previous question. 


| action be had upon it. 
| Mr. GROW. 

| the resolution. 

| Mr. STEPHENS. Is it not in order to post- 
| pone the pending question, which is to lay the 
| motion to reconsider on the table ? 


| The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is: not 


| in order to postpone a motion to lay on the table 
/a motion to reconsider. 


the table shall have been disposed of. 
Mr. STEPHENS. 


to move a postponement of this question ? 


in order. 
Mr.STEPHENS. Then I trust that the gen- 


| tleman from Missouri, who has charge of this | 


| question, [Mr. Puevps,] will allow the question 


ther opposition. Ithinka ww of the House 
will vote against laying on the table, and then 


to the consideration of other matters. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Have the yeasand nays 
been ordered on the motion to lay on the table ? 


yeas and nays have not been ordered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Then let us take a 
vote, and see whether the House is willing to 
| give the matter that direction. 
| Mr.STEPHENS. Exactly. 
| on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. [call forthe yeas and nays. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Grow] withdraw his motion to 
lay on the table; and then let the question on 
postponement come up, and we can dispose of 
| the matter with safety. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. I want to make an 

inquiry. If the House lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table, can these credentials be pre- 
sented again this session ? 

The SPEAKER. The credentials are before 





I ask for tellers 


by order of the House. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. And if the House 
decide to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


table, it closes the case for this session ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot answer 


| that question. 
Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Missouri 


[Mr. H. Marsnatt,] if he choose, by withdraw- 


ing the entire motion. 


| 
| can accommodate the gentleman from Kentucky, 


r. PHELPS. No, sir, I did not submit the 


motion to reconsider. 





Welch, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 


I again suggest | 


| New York, (Mr. Grancer,] to appoint a Chap- | 





Is it in order to move an | 


It is not before the House, | 
| and cannot be amended until it has been received | 


Mr.STEPHENS. I have no objection to that | 


I wish | 
to discuss the merits of the question before final | 


I object to the introduction of ||-House to answer. 





It will be in order to | 
| postpone the question when the motion to lay on 


_If the motion to lay on 
the table do not prevail, will it then be in order 


The SPEAKER. That motion will then be | 


as to laying on the table to be taken without fur- | 


we can have the question postponed, and proceed | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed the 








the House now, and cannot be withdrawn unless 


I voted myself with the | 
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majority, with the intention of submitting that 
motion. 

Mr. GROW. I object. Let those who com- 
menced this fuctious course continue it if they 
choose. I call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I submit the motion 
that the House, when it adjourns, adjourn to 
mect on Saturday next. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to amend 
that motion so as to adjourn till Monday next. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion is notamendable. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. It is suggested to me, 
that the only objection made to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio, that we proceed to take up 
the resolution in reference to drawing for seats, 
has been withdrawn. If so, I trust his request 
will be acceded to, and that we proceed to take 
a vote upon the resolution. 

Mr. GROW. The request is objected to. I 
have objected to everything out of order. If gen- 
tlemen on the opposite side wish to change their 
line of policy, they can do so; but if they desire to 
play their factious course all day, let them do it. 
Mr. ORR. The factious course of the gentle- 
man himself has prevented the House from coming 
to a vote before this. 

Mr. GROW. There has been no factious 
course upon our side—none at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit to 
the House the request of the gentlemai from 
Ohio. It is, that general consent be given to 
taking up the resolution in reference to drawing 
for seats. Is there any objection? 

Mr. KELSEY. I object. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to know how long 
members can retain their seats under the drawing 
of last session ? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the 
The Chair cannot decide it. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to know, then, what 
seat I am entitled to, and how I can proceed to 
business unless I am permitted to select a seat? 

The SPEAKER. The question is got at pres- 
ent before the House. 

Mr. EVANS. lLask the gentleman to withdraw 
his objection, that I may provide for mysclf a 
seat during the session. 

Mr. KELSEY. I object to taking up the reso- 
lution. 


The SPEAKER. The question then recurs 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, 
that when the House mliieree, itadjourn to meet 
on Saturday next. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope, then, the 
zentleman will modify his motion, and insert 

onday for Saturday. 

Mr. PHELPS. I cannot. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon my motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 48, nays 153; as 
follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Brooks, Cadwalader, John P. Campbel!, Caruthers, 
Jacob C. Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Evans, Florence, Fos- 
ter, Garnett, Augustus Hal!, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Keitt, Kelly, Ken- 
nett, Lake, Letcher, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Orr, 
Phelps,Quitinan, Rivers, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Talbott, Taylor, Walker, 
Warner, Wells, Wheeler, and Zollicoffer—4&. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burnett, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Chaffee, 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clarke, Clawson, Clingman, [lowell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cox, Cragin, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edmund- 
son, Eiwards, Elliott, Emrie, English, Faulkner, Flagler, 
Thomas J.4). Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, 
Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. ee, Houston, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelsey, Kidwell, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Lumpkin. Mace, 
Alexander K. Marshail, Humphrey Marshal}, Matteson, 
McCarty, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, 
Morgan, Morrill, Morrison, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, 
Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Simmons, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stan 
ton, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Vail, Valk, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 
Welch, Whitney, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Wood 
worth, and John V. Wright—153. 


So the House refused to adjourn over 
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SE ana a aenee LADO nn, 
Mr. PHELPS. As the House does not appear || Mr. RITCHIE, [submit to the gentleman, | decide on a question of priority of business, and 
to be full to-day, I move that there be a call of || and those who are acting with him, that they ean || that my question of constitutional privilege ma 


the House; and we may as well take the ques- 
tion by yeas and nays. | 

Mr. BARCLAY. I ask the gentleman from | 
Missouri to withdraw that motion for a moment. | 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly, 

Mr. BARCLAY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a resolution which 
I suppose will be satisfactory to gentlemen on 
both sides. 

The resolution was read for information, as | 
follows: | 

| 


Resolved, That the further consideration of the question 





now before the House, in relation to the seat of the gentle- ||} which the a »peal is taken. 


man claiming to be the Delegate elect from the Territory 
of Kansas, be, and is hereby, postponed until every mem- 
ber of the House shali be in his seat. 

Mr. WALKER and others objected. 

. ‘ +> : 

Mr. PHELPS. I renew my motion that there 
be a call of the House, and upon it I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. 1 desire very much that the motion 
for a call of the House shall prevail, and that, if 
it does, we shall take some steps to secure the 
attendance of absent members. It is too bad, 
that more than two hundred members should be 
kept here and unable to do business in conse- 
quence of the absence of some fifteen or twenty 
members. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 97, nays 105; as 
follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, W. R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, 
Cullen, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. 
DD. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, King, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMuilin, McQueen, 
Millson, Morrison, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, San- 


didge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, |) President’s message which has been communi- 


Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Walker, War- 
ner, Watkins, Wetis, Williams, Winslow, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicotfer—97. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, 
Ilenry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buthaton, James H, Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chatfee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Coliax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback,Timo- 


thy Davis, Day, Dean, De Wirt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, | this House, that he holds his 


Hmriec, Flagier, Galloway ,Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Hoff- 
man, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Smith Mil- 
ier, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Moit, Murgay, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob 
erts, Sabin, Sapp, Seott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Traf- 
ton, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth —105, 


So the House refused to order a call. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, stated that 
Mr. Buruweame had paired off with Mr. Davis, 
of Maryland. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move that the Pres- 





hear the message ead, if they will only allowa | arise when I can 
vote to be taken upon this question. adheres to its decision, that the appeal is to be 
The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the || decided without debate, I will appeal from that 
Chair that the message cannot, under the rules of | decision, if an appeal can be laid upon an appeal, 
the House, be taken from the Speaker’s table Mr. RITCHIE. I presume, Mr. Speaker, that. 
until after the decision of the question which is || all the business which we do here is done by 
| before the House. virtue of the Constitution, and that every man 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I appeal from the de- | who has business to do here under the Constitu- 
cision of the Chair, and I believe the appealis | tion has as much right to a constitutional ques- 
debatable. | tion of privilege as the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. RITCHIE. If it is debatable, the debate || has. . 
must be limited to the question of order upon || Mr. H. MARSHALL. I would respectfully 
| inquire whether that is a oe of order, or merely 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I shall confine myself || an interruption? [Laughter.] : 

' within the rules of order governing the matter. || The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

1 do not believe that the decision of the Chair is | Mr.H.MARSHALL. Asa matter of course, 

correct, for the simple reason that it violates my || if I can appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

constitutional rights. In the session of 1850-51, || I will do it. 

when the question was raised here as to the || The SPEAKER. Thereis already one appeal 
rights of a Delegate from # Territory upon this | pending before the House. 

' floor,a gentleman from South Carolina, Mi - Burt, || Mr.H. MARSHALL. Well, then, I respect- 
then temporarily in the chair, decided that a Del- || fully ask the Chair how we are to have a vote? 
egate from a Territory had no right at all to make || Is your opinion conclusive ? 

a motion upon this flaor. The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the 

Mr. GROW. Is the gentleman not discussing || question. 
the merits of the appeal? | Mr. H. MARSHALL. Very well; but if the 

Mr. H.MARSHALL. Iamastonished at the || Chair is right in its view, then, without grace, I 
gentleman. I consider myself as clearly within || have a right to demand a vote. 
the rules of order. My appeal rests upon the || Mr.GROW. I raise a point of order upon 
ground that the decision of the Chair violates my || the gentleman that debate is not in order. 
constitutional privilege, and asa matter of course | r. H. MARSHALL. I submit my views 

| I am in order inendeavoring to reach the ground || mostrespectfully to the Chair. The Chair decides 
of the decision. that my appeal is to be deeided without debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the ques- || I am of a contrary opinion. I believe it is de- 
tion relates to priority of business. If it be so, || batable. I have an appeal pending. The Chair 
it must be decided without debate; and of course || decides that the question must go without debate. 

| the appeal from the decision of the Chair must || If the Chair be correct, then the Chair’s opinion 

_ be decided by the same rule, and of course with- || is conclusive, and there is no appeal from it. I 
out debate. ‘The Chair is of opinion that it is a || have no opportunity to test the soundness of the 

| question relating to priority of business. Chair’s decision. The Chair says he will sub- 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. The point I present || mit it to the House—— 

| relates to my constitutional privilege, as a mem- Mr. RITCHIE. I rise to a question of order, 
ver of this ome, to hear and to have read the || and insist on business proceeding in order. The 

gentleman from Kentucky has been ruled out of 

'cated to this House; and, as I understand the || order by the Chair, and debate has been decided 
decision of the Chair, my question of privilege || to be outof order. 1 now insist on the action of 
cannot now be made, because another question of || the House. 
privilege is pending. My ground is, that it is not The SPEAKER. It is an established rule 
a question of privilege which can come in contact || that one appeal cannot be taken on another ap- 

with mine, because the subject to which it relat€s || peal; that appeals cannot be multiplied. The 
is a creature of statute, that heis nota member of || Chair thinks that a second appeal cannot be 

lace ex gratia, and || taken until the first one be disposed of. If the 
cannot raise a question of debate in the House | House sustain the opinion of the gentleman from 

which can get inside of, or oust my constitutional || Kentucky he will have an opportunity to debate 

orivilege as a member. the question of the President’s message. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the || Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. l understand 
question. A question relating to the privilege of || the question now to be on the appeal of the gen- 
a Delegate elect from one of the Territories being || tleman from Kentucky. 
before the House, the gentleman from Kentucky || Mr. H. MARSHALL. No. If I could get 
[Mr. H. Marsuatt] calls for the reading of the || along through a sentence or two without inter- 
President’s message. In the opinion of the Chair || ruption, I could explain. 

it is a question relating to priority of business | he SPEAKER. The question is on the ap- 
which is submitted, and the Chair rules it out of || peal of the nano from Kentucky from the 

order, as being in conflict with the question of || decision of the Chair. ; 
privilege before the House. And when the gen-|| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
tleman from Kentucky takes an appeal, that || the appeal do lie upon the table. - 
appeal must be decided under the rule relating to || Mr. H.MARSHALL, With the-permission 

the priority of business—the 113th rule—which | of the gentleman from Illinois, and with the sanc- 
states that all questions relating to the priority of | tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


get a chance. If the Chair 

















ident’s message, which has been sent to us, be || business to be acted on must be decided without | Rireme,] I would like to state exactly the view 


taken from the Speaker’s table and read. 
Mr. GROW. I object. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. Well, sir, notwith- 


standing the objection of the gentleman, I con- || the positive rule of the House, without debate. 
sider that it is the constitutional right of a |; The annem must follow the same rule. 
1. 


member of this House to have the message read; 
and my constitutipnal right cannot be* wrested 
from me by a question of privilege which relates 


debate. It is certainly a question for the House 
to decide what class of business it will proceed 
with; and that question must be decided, under 


which I take of it, without going into debate, 
and confining myself to two minutes.» 

Mr. RITCHIE, I object, and desire to have 
a vote, . : 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. The gentleman from 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. I would respectfully || Illinois, as I understand, submits a motion. 
suggest to the Chair that, by that decision, the | have not yielded the floor, and I have a right to 
|Chair misstates my question, and puts it on || it. I was interrupted in my remarks by a point 





communication. 


upon the question. 
1M 


Chair the thoughts which run throug 
upon the subject. 


to a Delegate from a Territory, who has no vote, |! another ground than that on which I put it. I 
who is not a member, who occupies a seat here ex || present my question as one of constitutional priv- | 
tia, and who is a creature of the statute only. || ilege. The Chair decides that it is a question of | 
"he President of the United States has a rightto || priority of business, and refuses to decide my | 
communicate to the House of Representatives in || question of constitutional privilege. 
writing; and I have the correlative constitutional The SPEAKER. The Chair does not decide | 
right, as a member of this body, to hear that || the question presented by the gentleman from | 
i Kentucky. That is for the House to decide. | 

Is this matter debatable ? ‘The Chair only decides the manner in which the 
There has been no decision || Chair reaches his decision. ' 
It is not debatable. | Mr.H.MARSHALL. Exactly; but the effect | 
ARSHALL. I merely suggest to the | of the decision of the Chair is to refuse me per-_ 
my mind || mission to make a question of constitutional priv- | 
ilege. The Chair declares that it is going to | 





Mr. RITCHIE. 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. I 








of order. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky had not yielded the floor, 
and the gentleman from Illinois was not properly 
entitled to it. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I want nothing here 
which [ have nota right to. I made a motion 
involving, in my opinion, a question of constitu- 
tional privilege. The Chair decides that that 
motion cannot be made, but presents a question 
of the priority of business. I take an appeal 
from that decision, in order that I may get at my 
question. The Chair decides that the appeal must 
be decided without debate. I take an appeal from 
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t decision. The Chair says that an appeal 
ae pend on an appeal. The effect is, to make 
the Chair’s decision—that there shall be no de- 
bate—conclusive on the House without an oppor- 
tunity to vote upon it. ° 

Mr.GROW. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is now debating the question. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania raise a point of order? 

Mr. GROW. Yes. ; 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Then make it. 

Mr. GROW. I waited till the gentleman from 
Kentucky had stated his point, as he had a right 
todo. Now he reasons on the effect of the Chair’s 
decision, which he has no right to do. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is thatthe gentleman’s 
point of order? ) 

Mr. GROW. _Itis. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the point 
of order well taken, that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky cannot, under the decision of the Chair, 
debate the question. A second appeal cannot be 
take. antil the first appeal bé decided. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will see that he cannot 


multiply appeals. 
Mr. it. MARSHALL. #I take my seat, as the 
rules require, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. .I move to 
lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky having been called to order was, under the 
rules of the House, required to take his seat until 
the question raised was disposed of. He has 
then the liberty to proceed in order, and if he has 
not finished stating the point of order on which 
the appeal is taken, I suppose he is still entitled 
to the floor, and that the gentleman from Illinois 
cannot take it to make his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky took his seat voluntarily, and was not 
required by the Chair to do so. 

Mr. PHELPS. No; but the rules required it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 


gentleman from Kentucky to surrender the floor 
voluntarily. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL: I suggest to the Chair, | 


that when I obey the rules the Chair has no right 
to deduct any inference, except that I am acting 
in obedience to the rules. 

TheSPEAKER. The ae took his seat, 
and the gentleman from Iflinois took the floor, 
ov moved that the appeal do lie upon the 

le. 


Mr. ORR, Irise toa question of ver 


nent privilege. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next; and on that I call for tellers. 

Mr. SAGE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COVODE. Has not that question been 
decided to-day already? 


The SPEAKER. It has been submitted to the 
House before. 


The question was taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 84, nays 119; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken aes Barksdale, Bell, 
Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, ranch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Glingman, 
Howell Cobb, Cragin, Crawford, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, 
De Witt, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood yy Ww. 
Harns, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George w. Jones, Kell Kennett, Kid- 
well, Lake, Letcher, oa Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, 
McQueen, Killian Miller, Millward, Orr, Packer, Penning- 
von, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Ruflin, Bandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
aylor, Trippe, Tyson, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheel- 
er, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicofier—84. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Bennett, Benson, Billing- 
burst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffin- 
ton, James H. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Chaffee, Bayard 
Casi, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Williamson mR. W. Cobb, 
omins, Cov ‘ox, Cumback, Ti vis 
Day, an, Dick, Dodd, Durf fe, Engliah’ 


emi- 
Oo now 


ee, 
Ethe er, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger 
Grow, sé Hall, Harlan, evens SY Hoffman, 


Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, V 


ard, Hughstos Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Hun Marshall’ Matteson, 
McCarty, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Morrison 
Mott, Murray, Nichois, Norton, Oliver, Paine, 
Pee Pearce, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, i 


Purviance, 
uryear, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, William R. Smith, Spinner, 
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Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 

Trafton, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 

bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellibu B. 
| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wats6n, Welch, Whitney, 
| Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—Ll9. 

So the House refused to adjourn over, 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. 
Orr, that the House do adjourn, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now ask leave of the 
| House-to take up the resolution on the table re- 
lating to the drawing of seats. We certainly 
ought to do something the first week of the ses- 
sion—at least we ought to find out where we are 
| to sit. 

Mr. GROW. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 
the oe and nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 95; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley 8, Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Rrooks, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Crawford, Cullen, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edie, 
Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. 
Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Hughston, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K- 
Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, Mc- 
Mullin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millward, 
Orr, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thorington, Trippe, Tyson, Un- 
derwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—99, 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bren- 
ton, Buffinton, James H. Campbeli, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, *rimothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dodd, Emrie, Etheridge, Fi: ler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Haven, 
Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Puryear, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, [srael Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—95. 


| 
| 
| 





thirty minutes) adjourned until to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friary, December 5, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER staied that the first business 
in order was the consideration of an appeal taken 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL] to the ruling of the Chair yesterday. 

Mr. AKERS. [I desire to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the Speaker’s 
table the resolution in relation to the drawing of 
seats; and in connection with thai request I wish 
to make one remark. 
| Mr. GROW. I very much dislike to make a 
pom of order upon the gentleman from Missouri; 

ut as I have heretofore objected to everything 
out of order, | must insist upon the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. AKERS. My case isa peculiar one. I 
have no seat in the House, and never had one. 

Mr. GROW. My position is as good as- to 
have no seat, and I must insist upon the point of 


order. 

Mr. PHELPS. The question pending, as I 
understand, is upon the appeal taken by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky yesterday from tke de- 
cision of the Chair. 1 hope the gentleman who 
submitted the appeal will ask leave to withdraw 
it. I desire to have a vote taken to-day upon the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; but preliminary to that I desire to submit 
a motion that there be a call of the House. I 
wish that to be made a test question; for if there 
be a majority in favor of a call of the House, that 
majority can immediately dispense with all pro- 
ceedings under the call. I make the motion 
merely to give time to those members who are in 
the city, and not in their seats, to arrive. 


Stree ar hence 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri to withdraw his motion until 
I can ask consent to submit a resolution to refer 
the annual estimate of the Secretary of ihe Treas- 
ury to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

r. PHELPS. Very well. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, then asked wnan- 
imous consent to introduce the following resolu- 
tion; which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the estimates of appropriation required 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th day of 
June, 1858, and transmitted to the Speaker of the louse 
of Representatives, agreeably to the joint resolution of Con. 


gress, approved February 7, 1846, be referred to the Com 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to have the 
gentleman from Ohio tell us where those esti- 
mates are. I have not seen a copy of them. The 
resolution of 1846 requires that they shall be laid 
upon our desks at the commencement of the 


session. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
will send to the document-room he will obtain 


one, 

Mr. HOUSTON. The law requires that they 
should be distributed to members. 

Mr. GROW. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS. renew my motion, and 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 99; 
as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Car 
uthers, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, 
Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, ‘Thomas J. 1 
Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. 
Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hiekman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell Lake, Letcher Lindley, Lup. 
kin, Alexander K. Marshall, aia Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Morrison, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, John V. Wright, and Zolli- 
coffer—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bilin hurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Edwards, Flagler, 
Galioway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Har- 
rison, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvianee, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin Sage, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Thorington, 
Thurston, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ejlibu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrutfi, and 
Woodworth—99, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Before the call is com- 
menced I desire to move that the annual estimates 
of expenditure, prepared by the Secretary, and 
laid upon our desks, be bound for the use of the 
members of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man to amend his motion by adding, that they 
shall be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have no objection-to 
that, and amend my motion accordingly. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. MATTESON... I hope there will be no 
objection now to taking up the resolution in 
adnence to the drawing of seatg. 

Mr. KEITT. I object. 

Mr. MATTESON. Then I move that the 
House adjourn; and upon the motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

r. JONES, of Tennessee... I move that when 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

r. FLAGLER. I call for tie yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative~yeas 107, nays 105; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers 


Allen, Ball, Barbour, - 
Bell, Henry Bennett, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, Branch, ° 


fe ear erae ican namaste Siem ate 





“ 


Ba eT 





4 

» 

& « 

z 
te 

3? 

S 

f 





i 
% 
; 
<' 
' 

»\ 

ii 

= 

_ & 

j 

, 

i 

‘4 

a 

| 

i] 

5 

af * 

» @. 
>, 
sy 

‘iF 
ate 

sae 


~ 


A 


ore Sie 
ee —_ 


ia 





AO 





Brooks, Broom, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Bayard Olarke, Clin ny Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Denver, De Witt, Edie, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flagler 


| Ropison were appointed. 
D " Flor- || 
ence, Foster, Gilbert, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morri- || 
son Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harri- | 


son, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, Hughston, || 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, || 


King, Lake, Letcher, mg: & Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morrison, Mott, Nichols, Orr, 
Packer, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, Stephens, Stranahan, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 
‘Tyson, Vail, Valk, Wakeman, Walker, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Whityey, Williams, Winslow, Wood, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barclay, Barksdale, Hendley 
&. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, James H. | 
Campbeli, Carlile, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edwards, Em- 
rie, English, Etheridge, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, 
Garnett, Giddings, Goode, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, J. Glancy. Jones, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Hum- 
yirey Marshall, McCarty, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, 

lorrill, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, 
Paine, Parker, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Puryear, Rivers, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stew- 
art, Swope, Hy Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 
Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, [srael Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wheeler, Woodruff, and Woodworth—105. 

So the House agreed to adjourn over. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. MACE stated that he had paired off for 
the day with Mr. Coss, of Georgia. 

The question recurring upon the motion to 
adjourn, 

Mr. MATTESON withdrew the same. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL also withdrew his 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

ir. JONES, of Tennessee. I think from the 
indications, that we are to have no vote upon the 
pending question to-day; but it would be best to 
fix some day upon which we will take the vote, 
and let it be decided; and then, if gentlemen are | 
absent upon the one e'de or the other, upon them 
will be the responsibuity. 

Mr. GRO Why cannot we have a vote 
to-day? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
men are moving to adjourn. 

Mr.GROW. The motion has been withdrawn. | 
[Cries of ** Question !’’ ** ed 

The SPEAKER. A cali of the House has 
been ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I propose that all 
further préceedings under the call be dispensed 
with. * 

Mr. ORR. I shall object until the roll is called 
over. Let us see who is absent. 


Mr. BARCLAY. I move that the House do 





Because gentle- 


yeas and nays. | 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The roll was then called; and the following 
named members failed to answer to 
names: 

Messrs. Howell Cobb, Covode, Craige, Damrell, David- 
son, Jacob ©. Davis, Dickson, Dunn, Henry M. Fuller, 
Reade, Seward, Stanton, and Daniel B. Wright. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would have opposed the 
motion to suspend all further proceedings under 
the call of the House, had not my attention been 
diverted at the time the question was taken. I 
now move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. GROW. I raise the point of order, that 
the motion cannot pe made at this time, no busi- 
ness having intervened since the last call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the pvin 
of order. Nothing ap 
since the last call of the 

Mr. PHELPS. 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
of the House; and on that motion demand the 
yeas and nays. 


ouse. 
I move that the House do 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I call for tellers on the 
| Smith, William R. Smith,Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, | 


yeas-and nays. . 
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I move that there be a call | 


| Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 


| Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, | 
| Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 


| Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Tyson, Vail, 
| Walker, Warner, Watkins, Williams, John V. Wright, and 


| Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 


| Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 


|| Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—119. 


their || 


| 


|, ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 


|| Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 


| Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Eustis and 


The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 46, noes 3. | 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. I ask the unanimous consent of the | 
House to take up, and have passed, the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. || 
Sranton,] to draw for seats. | 

Mr. GROW. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is it in order to | 
make a standing objection against the resolution |! 
referred to? 


Mr. ORR. Nothing seems to be in order but || 
that very standing objection. [Great laughter.] 

The question was taken on Mr. Puetps’s mo- || 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | 
86, nays 119; as follows: | 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 


Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Hovston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kidwell, King, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, McMullin, 
McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, Mordecai 


Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 





Zollicofler—s6. 
NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, | 
Bell, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- | 
shaw, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, || 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard || 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, 
Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, |) 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, English, 
iilbert, Granger, Grow, | 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, | 
Haven, Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, | 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, | 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Millson, | 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 


Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, Vaik, Wade, Wakeman, 








Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, 


So the House refused to order a call. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WHEELER stated that, had he been | 
present when his name was called, he would 
1ave voted in the affirmative. 


DELEGATE FROM KANSAS. 


The question again recurred upon the motion 
that the motion to reconsider the vote by which | 
the House refused toallow Mr. Whitfield to take 


sas, be laid on the table; and being taken, it was | 


decided in the negative—yeas 168, nays 111; as 


follows: 


YEAS— Messrs Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James 
H, Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 


Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, Hodges, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 


Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, | 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- | 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- | 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, | 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and 


Woodworth—108. {| 


NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, | 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, | 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, 

Cobb, Cox, Crawford, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Elliott, magic, Etheridge, Eustis, Evane, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, 
Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, K 
Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, | 
Humphréy Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Mc- | 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrison, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, | 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter. Samuel A. Smith,William 


eitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, |) 
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Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail. Valk 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney’ 
Williams, Winslow, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—})}’ 
So the motion to lay upon the table was dis- 
agreed to, 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, stated that 
he had paired off with Mr. Covopg. 
a question recurring on the motion to recon- 
sider: 
_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move the pre. 
vious question. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I move acall of the House, 
{Laughter, and cries of Good!]} 
Mr. WILLIAMS. On that I call forthe yeas 


_and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MATTESON, (at fifty minutes past one 
o’clock.) I move that the House do now adjourn; 
and on that I ask the yeas and«nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up the resolution au- 
thorizing the drawing for seats. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, and others, ob- 
jected. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 85, nays 125; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bighop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, J S ne 
Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Cfawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harian, Hodges, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Mat- 
teson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pringle, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, @rafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash 
burne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zolli¢offer—85. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale 
Hendley 8S. Bennett, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burfett,Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Jacob 
C. Davis, Day, Denver, De Witt, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 
Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 


| J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Knight, 


Knox, Lake, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Mc- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrison, 
Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, 


| Pennington, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Purviance, Pur- 


year, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 


| Swope, Talbott, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Ty- 
| son, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, 


Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood, 


, “ } and John V. Wright—125. 
| the oath as Delegate from the Territory of Kan- | 
now adjourn; and upon the motion I demand the | 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, I propose 
_to the House to postpone the consideration of the 
pending question till Tuesday, at the hour of one 
o’clock. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
| Gippines] ill Withiiew hig motion for a call of 
the House. I presume we shall not take a vote 
to-day on this question of the Delegate from 
Kansas; and the postponement of it till Tuesday 
will give sufficient notice of the vote. If the gen- 
tleman who made the motion for a call of the 
House withdraw it, I will submit that motion. 
In the mean time, we will draw for seats, and 
dispose of the President’s message. I move that 
| the further consideration of this matter be post- 
poned till Tuesday next, at one o’clock, and that 
| it be made the special order for that day. That 
| will be ample notice for both sides. 
_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 


| nessee [Mr. Jones] called the previous question 
on the motion to reconsider, and that will pre- 
clude the motion to postpone. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If it can be post- 
poned by unanimous consent, it can be done 
without withdrawing the call for the previous 
question. If I withdraw the call for the previous 
question, and if there be then a motion to post- 
pone, and then the previous question be renewed, 
| that cuts off the postponement; if not, the post- 
ponement will be debatable. But if the House 
is willing to postpone the question, it can do so 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 





' 


I would inquire 


of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Steruens,] 


yes ee 


1 


wh 


the 
tro 
shi 


qu 
tio 
the 
qu 


the 
of 
be 


ha 


Hh 


vio 
sea 
que 
ega 
dis 
tio! 
sea 


] 
did 


cor 


cor 
cer’ 


for 
cid 
of | 
tio 

} 
the 
can 
mo 








at 


"e- 
3e. 


‘as 


ne 
mn; 


omn- 
AU 


ob- 
| in 


lay, 
10D, 
sH. 
son, 
an, 
Gid- 
vay, 
ghs- 
fat- 
rill, 
ton, 
ons, 
ade, 
ash 

son, 


lale 
0m, 
bell, 
ae 
acob 
son, 
ulk- 
ode, 
pson 
bert, 
mes, 
ight, 
shall, 
Mce- 
ison, 
eck, 
Pur- 
uffin, 
liam 
wart, 
Ty- 
kins, 
Jood, 


pose 
f the 
“one 
Mr. 
ull of 
vote 
from 
sday 
gen- 
* the 
tion. 
, and 
that 

ost- 
that 
That 


Ten- 
stion 


| pre- 


ost- 
aoa 
yious 
vious 
post- 
wed, 

ost- 
val 
do so 


quire 
ENS,] 


2a 


snatch 


i 


1856. 








whether he will adopt the form of resolution 
which I proposed the otherday? I wish to have 
that action final, so that we shall not again be 
troubled with this question during the present 
short session. re -e 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope there 
will be no agreement of that kind made. Let the 
question be taken on postponement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the mo- 
tion to postpone ? 

Mr. YA MPBELL, of Ohio. I object, unless 
the motion is put in such a form as to settle the 
question finally. 

Mr. ORR. I suppose that, if the demand for 
the previous question be withdrawn, the question 
of postponement will be debatable. Yet it would 
be a very limited debate, and that debate would 
have to . confined to the subject-matter of the 

sopriety or impropriety of postponing. The 
House, therefore, is not likely to be detained very 
long by debate, even if the call for the previous 
yestion be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gipp1Neées,] 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CampBE.t] will waa lcew his objec- 
tion. We have a motion now pending for a call 
of the House; and perhaps, if this question be 
postponed till Tuesday next, something else may 
. done this evening tending to the organization 
of the House for this session. I a the gentle- 
man from Ohio will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. e have no 
assurance that we shall not be compelled to spend 
another week in the same manner in which we 
have been going on this week. I will, however, 
withdraw my objection. But my own opinion 
is that we shall have to spend another week on 
this question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I believe the motion for a 
call of the House emanated from myself, did it 
not? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Pue.rs] appeals, I believe, to me to 
withdraw the motion for a call of the House. I 
will do so, if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion, and let the question generally stand over 
till Tuesday. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is no neces- 
sity to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
tion. The matter can be postponed by unanimous 
consent. 

There being no objection, the motion was 
received and agreed to; and the further consid- 
eration of the question relating to Mr. Whit- 
field’s right to a seat as the Delegate from Kansas 
was postponed till, and made the special order 
for, Pests next, at one o’clock. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 


Mr. STANTON. I now move to take up the 
resolution relating to drawing for seats. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Obio 
[Mr. Sranron] submitted a resolution at a pre- 
vious sitting, authorizing members to draw for 
seats. That resolution was interrupted by the 
question as to administering the oath to the Del- 
egate elect from Kansas. That question being 
disposed of, the House resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution relating to drawing for 
seats, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Under what rule 
did the gentleman from Ohio offer that resolution? 

The SPEAKER. He offered it by the general 
consent of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When? 

The SPEAKER. At a previous sitting. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It could not be 
a then. It wis objected to and not re- 
ceived, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [I resisted the proposition 
formerly when I had a good seat; but it was de- 
cided that drawing for seats was part of the mode 
of organizing the House, and a privileged mo- 
tion, and I insist that it shall be so put now. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is no part of 
the organization. It has not been so held, and 
cannot now be. It was not received by unani- 
mous consent, and the regular order of business 
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1) exelades it, Will the Chair decide w 
; in order? 
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| tleman from Ohio is mistaken, or else my recol- 


| had one for ten or fifteen minutes; and my recol- 


| read. 


a privileged question on the ground that it relates 


| member of the House may have a seat drawn 
| for him by some friend. 
| member [Mr. Coss, of Georgia] told you yester- 





hether it is || 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed | 
that the statement that the resolution was re- | 
ceived is an erroneous one. It was not received. 

Mr. STANTON. The state of the case was 
this: pending the suspension of business for an 
hour on the first day of the session, this resolu- 
tion was offered. It was received by the Chair, 
and then, when it was proposed to call up the res- 
olution relating to the seat of the Delegate from | 
Kansas, I was asked to postpone the considera- 
tien of my resolution until the Kansas question | 
should be disposed of; and I consented to do so, 
with the statement of the Chair that it would be 
the next thing in order after that question was 
disposed of. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


I think the gen- | 


lection is in error. We have had no apenas 
for an hour since the session commenced. We 


lection is that it was for a different purpose from 
this resolution, and that it was not before us at 
the time. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I present the resolution || 
of the gentleman as a privileged question. | 
There is certainly very little higher privilege | 
than that the members of the House should have || 
seats. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that “ 

| 
} 
| 


may be entertained as a question of privilege, 

relating to the organization of the House, and as 

a necessary act to the transaction of business. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the Chair de- 


| cides that it is a privileged question, I suppose 


the House will sustain him. {Laughter.] 
Several MemBers. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I supposed that we should || 
now have the President’s message taken up and || 
I should like to know under what rule of | 
the House it is that the Speaker decides that | 
this is a privileged question, overriding the con- || 
sideration of the President’s message. ‘The mes- || 
sage has been presented to the House, and the | 
House has not done itself the credit of taking it | 
up, and reading it. || 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is | 
| 
| 


to the organization of the House. 
The resolution was then reported, as follows: 


| 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House, immediately after | 
the passage of this resolution, place in a box the name of || 
each Member and Delegate of the House of Representatives, 
written on a separate slip of paper ; that he then proceed, {| 
in the presence of the House, to draw from said box, one 
at atime, the said slips; and as each is drawn he shall | 
announce the name of the Membey or Delegate upon it, | 
who shall choose his seat forthe present session: Provided, 
That before said drawing shall commence, the Speaker | 
shall cause every seat to be vacated, and to remain vacant | 
until it is selected. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The House having | 
determined to go into this drawing of seats, 1 || 
hope it will be done fairly. I propose to the 
gentleman who offered the resolution that he || 
“ere it, 


amen 


or if it is in order, I will move to || 
it, so as to provide that every absent 


It is but fair. One 


day that he left home and came here expressly 
and mainly that he might be present when seats 
were drawn, in order that he might have an op- 
ortunity to select a seat. He has been called 
home by public business — not by his private | 


| affairs; and he requested me yesterday evening | 


to say to the House, whenever they determined | 
to draw for seats, that he is one of the Board of | 
Directors of the State University of Georgia, | 


| which meets next week in the town of its loca- | 


tion, his residence, and that the Board has im- | 
portant business before it, which requires every ] 
member to be present. He pacebiaed the Board || 
before he left home that he would come back, and || 
he requests, through me, that he may have a || 
seat selected for him by a friend, when his name || 
shall be calied. 

There are but a few absent members, and [ || 
hope the House will adopt the amendment, and || 


_ allow those who have been detained from getting || 


here, and these who are sick in the city, and 

those who have been compelled to go home, to 
have their seats selected by some friend. I offer | 
such an amendment. \| 


IONAL GLOBE. 
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Mr. STANTON. I call the previous question 











| upon the adoption of the resolution. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman with- 
draw that for a moment? 

Mr. STANTON, I willif the gentleman will 
renew it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. It has been the uniform 
practice that some friend should select a seat for 
those who are in the ¢i'y, but unable to attend 
by reason of sickness, vr who have been here, but 
have been called away. One reason for drawing 
seats at an early day in the session is to secure 
the attendance of members here the first day of the 
session. My colleague has been here all the ses- 
sion until to-day, and is called away upon public 
business. I move, therefore, that such members 
as are in the city, but unable to attend, including 
my colleague, have leave to draw by proxy. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I hope the cutie will 
include my absent. colleague, [Mr. Craice.] He 
is absent, and it has been impossible for him to 
get here. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I renew the call for the 
“whine — first moving to amend as 1 
iave stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Georgia to include in his motion my col- 
leazue, who was so sick as to be unable to leave 
home. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Being absent he does not 
come within the uniform practice. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Which colleague 
does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Dickson. : 

Mr. MATTESON. Will it be in order to 
move to strike out the words, ‘‘ in the city ?”’ 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. MATTESON. Then I am opposed to 
the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know who has the 
right to judge whether a man is so sick that he 
cannot+be here. I should like to have the names 


| of sick members reported. 


Mr. CARLILE. I call for the question. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The question recurred first upon the following 
amendment, offered by Mr. Steruens: 

And provided further, That in the case of any member 


| who is now in the city, and detained from the House by 


reason of sickness, any one of his colleagues is hereby 


| authorized to select a seat for such absent member; and 


that Howet, Coss be also allowed to have his seat 
selected in the same manner. 


Mr. CARLILE. I object to having any ex- 
ceptions. 
Mr. RUFFIN. I would inquire if the amend- 


ment is not divisible, so that a separate vote can 


| be taken in relation to sick members in the city, 


and then upon the remainder of the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not 


| divisible. 


The question was taken; and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 
The question then recurred upon the amend- 


| ment of Mr. Jones; which wasread, as follows: 


Provided further, That when the name of an absent 
member shall be drawn, he shall have the privilege of 
having his seat selected by one of his coljJeagues. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
resolution be laid upon the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 


I move that the 


| disagreed to. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Would it be in order to 
move that the names of members on separate 
slips be placed in a revolving wheel, instead of a 
box? 

The SPEAKER. It would not; the call for 
the previous question has been seconded. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sran- 
Ton’s resolution; and it was adopted. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also move to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

Mr. ORR. I demand the yeas and nays upon 


| the latter motion. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

The House then proceeded, under the order 
just passed, to draw for seats. Every member 
retired outside the bar; and the Clerk having 
placed the names of Members and Delegates, 
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written on separate sli 
ceeded to draw. 

The first name drawn was that of John W. 
Whitfield. 








ps of paper, in a box, pro- 


of laughter, and cries of ‘* He is not a member!’ 

Mr. W. did not come forward to claim a seat. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that Mr. 
Whitfield select his seat. If the House decide | 
that he is not entitled to it, he can then vacate it. 

The SPEAKER. He has not been sworn in, 
and is not entitled to select a séat as a member 
of this House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then his name 
should not have been placed in the box. 

The drawing for seats was resumed and con- 
cluded. 

Mr.GROW moved the House adjourn; which | 
motion was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at twenty-five minutes past | 
three o’clock) the House adjourned until Mon- | 
day, at twelve o’clock, m. 








IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 8, 1856. 


Hon. Wirriam K. Sepastian, of Arkansas, 
and Hon. Sam Houston, of Texas, appeared in 
their seats to-day. 


| 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and | 
approved. 
COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. PEARCE. I have been requested to sub- 
mit the following order, which I send to the 


Chair: {| 


Ordered, That so much of the 35th rule of the Senate as | 


relates to the appointurent of the standing committees be || 


suspended. ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
unanimous consent to consider that order now. | 
Mr. PEARCE. The portion of the rulé pro- | 
se to be suspended is that which relates to | 
yalloting for committees. At the last session, 
as the Senate will remember, we balloted for all | 
our committees. At this session it has been 
proposed, in order to save time, that we should 
adopt the list as it was arranged by ballot last 





by the going out of some gentlemen and the 





The announcement was received with shouts | 


{ 
| 
| 


soeaassaEnenaa oA SPATS ARERR em 


| Mr. HALE. I do not except to that. I am 
| willing that it shall be received and entertained, 
if it can be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been 
done repeatedly before. If there be no objection 





|| to that, the next question will be on agreeing to 


oper submitted by the Senator from Mary- 
| land. 
| Mr. HALE. [ raise a question of order that 
the rufe cannot be suspended. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It cannot be 
| done without unanimousconsent. Ifthe Senator 
from New Hampshire objects the Chair cannot 
| entertam the motion. 

Mr. HALE. [| have no objection to giving 
unaninious consent. 

Mr. PEARCE. I suppose the Senator does 
not understand it. If unanimous consent be 
given to introduce the order, very well: if not, J 
_ shall move that to-morrow we go into the election 
| of committees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire object to the 
order submitted by the Senator from Maryland ? 

Mr. HALE. 1 do not want to be captious. 
_I only want to know what our rights are here. 
It has been said that this motion has been made 
heretofore. I think lam not mistaken in saying 
| that it has never been made while I have been a 
member of the Senate, except in relation to the 
joint rules in regard to the transmission of bills 
from one House to the other, and to the President 
at the end of the session. If the rales can be 
suspended, what majority is required to suspend 
/them? A bare majority of the Senate? If so, 
we have no rules but the mere arbitrary dis¢re- 
tion of the majority. Does it require a vote of 
two thirds? Such a course has néver been at- 


| tempted while I have been a member of the 
|| Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New Hampshire is mistaken. The object 
_of the order submitted by the Senator from 
Maryland is to suspend the operation of the 35th 
rule, which requires that the committees of the 
Senate shall be elected by ballot—nothing more 
than that. If the order shall pass as proposed 
by the Senator from Maryland, the next question 


posed by the Senator. 


| 
year, with a few alterations rendered necessary || will be on agreeing to the list of committees pro- 


coming in of others. If this order prevail 1 have | 
a list which I shall submit. It has been arranged 
without any agency of mine; and I suppose, as it | 
conforms to the views of the Senate as expressed | 
at the last year’s balloting, it will not meet with 
objection. There is nothing unusual in it—the | 


committees having been thus appointed every || 


sion. I have no feeling about it. 

Mr. HALE. Nor have I any feeling on the 
subject; but, having been always in a small | 
minority here, and expectipg to be so for a little | 
time longer—as long as I stay here—I am some- | 


year during the last six, except at the last ses- | 


what jealous of the rights of the minority under | 


the rules. I have never known any of these 
rules to be suspended in the Senate; but when- 
ever a departure from the rules has been desired, 
it has been usual to ask for unanimous consent, | 
and it has been generally given. I think this is 
the first time it has ever been proposed, since I 
have been in the Senate, to suspend the rules, 
except some of the joint rules at the close of a 
session. 

Mr. PEARCE. This order is copied, word for 
word, from one which was passed in the Senate 
two years ago, and at other times. 

Mr. HALE. I was not here two years ago, 
and Iam not aware that any such motion was 
made. I think the practice has been universal, 
so fur as my experience goes, not to suspend the 
rules, except those joint rules relating to the | 
transmission of bills from one House to the other 
at the close of a session. If the rules can be 
suspended, there is nothing in the rules them- 
selves which states what majority shall have 
power & suspend them. I would rather give 
unanimous consent a thousand times, than have 
the rights of the minority trespassed upon by a 





Mr. HALE. My question is, what vote does 
it take to suspend that rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of 
every Senator present in the Senate. The objec- 
_ tion of a single Senator will prevent its being 
| done. 
| Mr. HALE. 
| tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
_ hears no objection to the order of the Senator 
| from Maryland. 
| Mr. MASON. I shall certainly object to sus- 
| pending the rule, but I have no objection to con- 
sidering the motion. Unanimous consent is 
required only for the purpose of considering it, 
I understand. 

Mr. PEARCE. If the order be agreed to, I 
shall propose, by unanimous consent, to submit 
a list of committees. If the Senator objects to 
that, all I have to say is, that | shall move that 
_ the Senate go into a ballot for its committees to- 
| morrow. . 

Mr. MASON. I certainly am not captious; 
| but the rule of the Senate, adopted for very wise 
| purposes, was that the Senate should ballot for 

its committees. According to my recollection, 

propositions have been made occasionally such 
| as the Senator from Maryland now mikes, that 
_we should dispense with that rule for a particu- 
| lar oceasion—never that we should dispense with 
it generally. If I recollect aright—I am not very 
confident about it—a majority of the Senate have 
been disinclined to dispense with the rule at all. 
I certainly always have been indisposed to do so. 
The rule is a wise one. If we go into the reasons 
for it, the Senator from New Hampshire says 
one is, to have a poe regard for the rights pf 
the minority. If that be one of the reasons, I 





If that is all, I have no objec- 


majority suspending the rules. If that can be || should be with him in regarding the rights of the 
done, the rules are worth nothing. I raise a/| minority. The general rule is, that the presiding 
quéStion of order that it cannot be done. \) officer of the Senate under the Constitution is not 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires || a member of this body, except, as in the case of 


unanimous consent to entertain the motion of the 
Seriator from Maryland. 


the present occupant of the chair, he is President 
ad interim. Unless some good reason can be 
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shown for di 


nsing with the rule, which h 
been adopted of 1 a 


for wise purposes. I shall be against 


dispensing with it. 

Mr. RUSK. I think this matter is not dis. 
tinctly understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Sen- 


ator from Texas allow the Chair to state the 
question? 

Mr. RUSK. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from’ New Hampshire is under the impression 
that this is contrary to precedent. On the 13th 
of December, 1852, this proceeding took place in’ 
the Senate: 

“On motion of Mr. Bricxt. 

** Ordered, That so much of the 35th rule of the Senate 
as relates to the appointment of standing committees be 
suspended. 

‘** And, on motion, the following list was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to””— 
naming the committees as agreed upon. It has 
been a uniform practice of the Senate, unless a 
Senator objected, to introduce an order for the 
suspension of the 35th rule, merely for the time 

eing. 

Mr. MASON. Does the Chair say that it has 
been the uniform practice of the Senate to sus- 
pend the rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been, 
unless vbjected to, The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Have] objected at the last session, 
and the committees were elected by ballot, as 
provided by the rule. 

Mr. RUSK. The Chair has stated nearly all 
that I intended to say. The 35th rule requires 
that the committees shall be chosen by ballot. 
The operation of that rule js, that the ballot- 
boxes are handed round, and Senators deposit a 
ballot for each committee. Their members have 
usually, since I have been here, been chosen by 
an understanding between the parties—one part 
having the majority selecting the majority of each 
committee, and the minority presenting their 
members for the minority of each committee. 
That has been generally understood and arranged 
by a committee from both sides. When it is 
required, a balloting must take place for all the 
committees, which consumes a good deal of time. 
The usual course has been that committees were 
agreed upon, and there was no misunderstanding 
in reference to them. The practice, since I have 
been here—and I do not know of a departure 
from it but once — has been to present a motion, 
such as has been presented this morning, to sus- 
pend for the time being the rule which requires 
That is 
to be done, as has been properly stated by the 
Chair, by unanimous consent. A vote cannot 
now suspend the rule, because the motion cannot 
be made without the unanimous consent of the 
Senate; hence the minority is m no danger of 
being oppressed by any proceeding of this de- 
scription. If there be one objection, therefore, the 
rule cannot be suspended, and balloting must go 
on. The Senator from New Hampshire did not 
understand it at the last sessiony and objected to 
the motion. We proceeded to ballot, I think, 
for some three or four committees. He then un- 
derstood it, got up, and withdrew his objection, 
and moved that unanimous consent be given for 
the appointment of the committees in the usual 
way, as ~— had been appointed for some time 
previous. That is the whole of it. The com- 
mittees, I presume, will be the same, if balloted 
for, as if they were agreed to according to the 
motion usually submitted. I do not remember 
any departure from that course, except at the last 
session, and then only a part of the committees 
were balloted for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any 
objection to the consideration of the order? The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing 
» ~ order proposed by the Senator from Mary- 
and. 

The order was agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE. I now ‘send the list to the 
Chair, accompanied with the proper order: 

Ordered, That the following be the standing committees 
of the Senate : 

On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Mason, (chuir- 
man,) Douglas, Slidell, Weller, Fish, and Pratt. 

On Finance —Messrs. Hunter, (chairman,) 
coe Pearce, Stuart, Brodhead, ani Crit- 
tenden. 
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1856. | 
yn Commerce—Messrs. Dodge, (chairman,) 
Re Seward, Clay, Benjamin, and Bigler. 





session, one by each House, who shall interchange weekly. l| 
On Manufactures—Messrs. Wright, (chair- Mr. CLAY. 4 move that we proceed to the ! 
n,) Allen, Harlan, Wilson, and Trumbull. |, election of a Chaplain forthwith. | 
—_ devicudture—Messre, Allen, cheirman,) | The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
45 | | P 





er, Wade, Thomson of New Jersey, an roceeded to ballot fora Chaplain with the fol- | 
—_— ’ owing result: 


On Military Affairs—Messrs. Weller, (chair- Whole number of votes cast, 45; necessary to a 
| 


man,) Fitzpatrick, Johnson, Jones of Tennes- | choice, 23; of which— 
| Rev. Stephen P. Hill received...+++e++++37 


see, [verson, and Pratt. , 

On the Militia—Messrs. Houston, (chairman, ) 
Dodge, Biggs, Thompson of Kentucky, and Bell 
of New Hampshire. , 

On Naval Affairs—Messrs. Mallory, (chair- 
man,) Thomson of New Jersey, Fish, Slidell, 
James, and Bell of Tennessee. 

On Publie Lands—Messrs. Stuart, (chairman,) | 
Johnson, Foot, Pugh, Mallory, and Foster. 

On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Benjamin, 
(chairman,) Biggs, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Foster, 2nd Wilson. 

On Indian Affairs—Messrs. Sebastian. (chair- | 
man.) Rusk, Toombs, Brown, Reid, and Bell of 


Rev. Byron Sunderland, ......0.ee.ee00007 | 
Rev. Theodore Parker... cvcssccvccsccssek || 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The -Rev. || 
| Stephen P. Hill having received a majority of all | 
| the votes cast, is duly elected Chaplain for the | 
Senate at the present session. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TOUCEY. I have been requested to pre- 
_ Sent a memorial from the clergy of eight religious || 
| denominations of this District, offering hereafter | 
to perform gratuitously the services that are now | 
usually performed by Chaplains. Not intending 
Tennessee. to interfere with the election of a Chaplain at the || 
On Claims— Messrs. Brodhead, (chairman,) || present session, I have delayed presenting it until 
Geyer, Iverson, Yulee, Wade, and Fessenden. this morning. I present it now for the purpose 
On Revolutionary Claims — Messrs. Evans, | of giving notice to the Senate, and to the sabi 
(chairman,) Reid, Hale, Foster, and Durkee. that that arrangement can be made, and in my || 
On the Judiciary—Messrs. Butler, (chairman,) || judgment ought to be made. 
Toucey, Bayard, Geyer, Toombs, and Pugh. | ‘The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 
On the Post Office and Post Roads—Messrs.|| Mr. WADE presented the petition of the heirs | 
Rusk, (chairman,) Yulee, Bigler, Adams, Colla- || of Jabez B. Rooker, praying for further compen- 
mer, and Durkee. | sation for his services as clerk in the office of the | 
On Roads and Canals—Messrs. Slidell, (chair- |, Commissioner of Public Buildings; which was 
man,) Wright, Jones of Tennessee, Biggs, Bell || referred to the Committee on Claims. 
of New Hampshire, and Durkee. | _Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of Adam 
| 


On Pensions—Messrs. Jones of Iowa, (chair- || D. Steuart, praying for the passage of an act | 
man,) Clay, Sumner, Comegys, and Thomson || explanatory of the act of August 18, 1856, granting 
of New Jersey. | him a commission on his disbursements as a | 

On the District of Colwmbia—Messrs. Brown, || posmedntee in the Army during the laie war with || 
(chairman,) Pratt, Mason, Allen, and Reid. | Mexico; which was referred to the Committee || 
on Military Affairs. 
| Mr. BROWN presented the memorial of Jonas || 
_P. Levy, praying for the establishmentof schools || 
|| for the education of seamen for the naval service, | 


On Patents and the Patent Office—Messrs. James, 
(chairman,) Evans, Stuart, Brown, Thompson 
of Kentucky, and Fessenden. 

On Retrenchment—Messrs. Adams, (chairman,) || fo! ica 
Fitzpatrick, Fish, Biggs, and Crittenden. || with the privilege of promotion according to merit; || 

| which was referred to the Committee on Naval || 





On Territories—Messrs. Douglas, (chairman,) | ° 
Jones of lowa, Collamer, Bell of Tennessee, 1 Affairs. | 
Sebastian, and Biggs. | He also presented a memorial of mechanics || 

To Audit and Control the Contingent enses of || employed in the armory at the headquarters of | 
the Senate—Messrs. Evans, (chairman,) Wright, || the Marine Corps, at Washington, praying for an | 
and Foot. | inerease of wages; which was referred to the \| 

On Public Buildings—Messrs. Bayard, (chair- || Committee on the District of Columbia. _ || 
man,) James, Hunter, Thomson of New Jersey, || _Mr. PUGH presented the petition of William || 
Pratt, and Hale. 


| McVicker, praying for compensation for supplies || 
On Engrossed Bills—Messrs. Collamer, (chair- || furnished for the use of the United States troops || 
man,) Wade, and Bigler. 


in the war of 1812; which was referred to the || 
On Enrolled Billsx—Messrs. Jones of lowa, 
(chairman,) Sumner, and Durkee. 


| Committee on Claims. ail 

| Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Rob- || 

On the Library—Messrs. Pearce, (chairman,) | ert H.Gray, in behalf of Colonel Allen McLane ] 

Cass, and Bayard. | and others, praying to be allowed half pay for || 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to have the yeas | life, in lieu of commutation under the resolves of || 

and nays on the adoption of this list of commit- || the Continental Congress; which was referred to | 

tees. bdo not wish to take up any time in ref- the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

erence to the committees as arranged; but much Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented | 
has been said in the Senate at different periods 
about sectionalism. It is manifest to every one 


| the petition of Mary C. Hamilton, widow of |, 
who looks into the list of committees as prepared 








| Fowler Hamilton, late a captain of dragoons in 


the Army, praying for a renewal of the pension 
by the majority here, that one great party in the heretofore allowed to her; which was referred to | 
country, the largest except that which has been 


the Committee on Pensions. 4. 
successful in the recent election, is utterly ex- Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Rodol- || 
cluded from most of the important committees || 


hine Claxton, widow of Alexander Claxton, 

of the Senate. I ask for the yeas and nays on || /#te @ Capiain in the Navy, praying to be allowed | 
the adoption of this list, so that we may see who || 2'rears of pension; which was referred to the 

it is that is sectional in the adoption of a majority || Committee on Naval Affairs. x 

of the leading committees of the Senate. Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens of | 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | Upper Sandusky, Ohio, praying that Jonathan | 

taken, resulted—yeas 34, nays 12; as follows: 


| Painter, a colored man, who acted as-a spy for 
t >. 

VEAS—Mvssrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, the Army in the war of 1812, may be allowed a 

Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Comegys, ! 2 


pension; which was referred to the Committee 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iversen, || OM Pensions. af 

James, Jones of Lowa, Jones of ‘Tennessee, Mason; Pearce, He also presented the petition of John Ryley, 
Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 


7 a friendly Indian, praying to be allowed a pen- || 
lhompso ent mason reey, Tou- || 9. ’ os pet 
conan Wright 34 — of New Jersey, Tou- || sion in consideration of his services in the war || 


NAYS—Messrs. Collamer, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Fos- | of 1812; which was referred to the Committee | 
ter, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, || on Pensions. 


and Wilson—12. 5 He also presented the petition of Eliza A. | 
So the list of committees was agreed to. | Merchant, widow of Charles G. Merchant, late | 
CHAPLAINS TO CONGRESS. | an officer im®the Army, praying to be allowed a || 


ion; whieh f itt 
Mie: CLA ¥ colenisink ths Oatatla Wanita: || PONROD’: WhO’ wae cefeeved..to tho Committee | 


) : | on Pensions. 
which was considered by unanimous consent, | fe also presented the memorial of Charles S. || 
and agreed to:- 


Todd, late Minister to Russia, praying for the || 
Resolved, ‘That two Chaplains, of different denomina- |) allowa ce of certain items rejected in the settle- |: 
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tions, be elected to Congress to serve during the present || ment of his accounts; 


| of Cape Vincent, in the 


_the harbor at that e 
| from the Common Council of the city of George- 


43 


t which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti- 
tion of Philip Wilhoit, a soldier in the war of 
1812, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsv presented the petition of Micajah 











|| Owen, a private in the war of 1812, praying to 
| be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Alex 
ander J. Atocha, praying for the payment of his 
claim against Mexico under the treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo, of February 2, 1848; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DURKEE presented the petition of Wil- 


| liam Blake, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying 


to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of John 
Barney, and for himself and other heirs of Joshua 
Barney, an officer in the naval service during the 
revolutionary war, praying for the passage of the 
bill now before Congress for the settlement of 
the claims of the officers of the Revolution, and 
the widows and orphan children of those who 
died in the service, with a provision for those ir 
the naval service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, some few 
days ago I presented a emg from the citizens 

tate of New York, pray- 
ing for an appropriation for the improvement of 
lace, and also a memorial 


town, in the District of Columbia, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the barbor 
at that place. [I move that those two memorials 
be taken from the table, and referred to the Com: 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will remark that there are several petitions on the 
table, and if there be no objection they will all be 


| referred to the pppropmate committees. 
a | 


Mr. HUNTE presented one the other 
day from the heirs of General Charles Porterfield, 
which I ask may be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was agrted to. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William L. 8. Dearing, 
presented the 4th instant, be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 


Ordered, That James Love, heir of Doctor John Love, 
have leave to withdraw his petition and papers. 
BUSINESS OF THE LAST SESSION. 


Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That all subjects before the Senate at the close 


of the last session, including those before committees, sliall 
be resumed and proceeded with at the present session, in 


| the same manner as if no adjournment of the Senate had 
| taken place ; and that all memorials, petitions, and other 
| papers, which had been referred to committees at the first 


session, and returned to the office of the Secretary at the 
close of the last session, be returnedeto the committees to 
which they had been referred. 


POST ROUTE IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr.-BROWN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Summit, in Pike county, to 
Meadville, Franklin county, Mississippi. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution, and asked for its immediate consider- 
ation: 

Resolved, That such of the standing committees as were 
authorized to employ clerks during the last session, und 
have not permanent an be authorized, for the present, 


to employ clerks, to date from the commencement of the 
session. 


Mr. FISH objecting to the consideration of the 


| resolution, it lies over for one day, according to 


the rules. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. RUSK gave notice of his intention to ask 
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leave to introduce a a resolution granting | 
further time to the creditors of Texas to present 
their claims, and for other purposes. 

| 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, asked, and by unani- 


mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
amendatory of an act entitled ** An act to amend 
an act for laying off the towns of Fort Madison | 
and Burlington, &c., in the State of Iowa, and | 
for other purposes,’’ approved 3d March, 1837; | 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a | 
second reading. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa, by unanimous consent, | 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a joint res- | 
olution (S. R. No. 43) for the relief of Mary W. | 

Thompson, widow of the late Lieutenant Colonel 
Alexander R. Thompson, of the United States | 
Army; which was read the first and second times | 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions. 
J. W. NYE. | 


On motion of Mr. BRQWN, the” House joint | 
resolution (No. 23) in favor of J. W. Nye, was | 
read twice by its utle, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


DEPARTMENT OF LAW. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to postpone all prior | 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill S. | 
No. 347, that it may be made the special order | 
for Thursday next. Itis a bill to rearrange, to 
some extent, the Departments, so as to furnish an 
auditor for each of the Departments in place of 
the present arrangement. It isimportant, if it be | 
passed, that it should be passed in the early por- 
tion of the session, so as to be acted upon in the | 
House. It is a matter out of which no capital 
can be made by anybody; but it tends to har- 
monize and facilitate the business of the Depart- 
ments, If it be made the special order for 
Thursday next attention may be drawn to it, and 
if there be objections to it, they can be looked 
into by that time, and we may dispose of it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to | 
consider the bill (8S. No. 347) to establish a de- 
partment of law, and to prescribe certain duties | 
of the auditors and comptrollers of the Treasury. | 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed to, and it 
was made the special order for, Thursday next, | 
at one o’clock. | 

THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. | 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 
following order, submitted by Mr. Firzparrick | 
on the 2d instant: 

Ordered, That the message and accompanying docu- 
ments be printed; and that fifteen thousand additional | 
copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I had not 
anticipated the renewal of the slavery discussion 
at this early day of the session; indeed, sir, I 
had hoped that this thread-worn topic would be 
permitted to sleep at least for a short season after 
the presidential struggle. Like the Senator from 
Louisiana, I felt quite happy in this belief; but 
it is otherwise. ‘The President in his closing 
message deemed it proper to put his views on the 
subject of slavery agitation on record, and the 
Senators on the other side have availed themselves 
of the occasion to open up the entire field of con- 
troversy. I for one have desired to avoid it, and | 
should not have said one word had it not been | 
for the frequent and pointed reference made to the 
eNaracter of the late presidential canvass in my | 
own State, by the Senators from Ohio and Massa- | 
chusetts. Honorable Senators on the other side, | 
whilst deprecating the course of the President in | 
discussing the subject, readily concluded to follow 
his example. Lamenting the use of sentiments 
on his part which they deem ungenerous, if not 
unjust towards their party, their principles, and 
the tendencies of their measures, they indulge to 
a still greater extent in the practice themselves. 
Condemning what they are pleased to regard as 
a want of official courtesy to this department of 
the Government and to a large class of the ptople, 
they promptly violate all these rules in the se- | 
verity of their own criticisms. Even the Senator | 
from Maine, so distinguished for the propriety | 
of his language, has spoken of the President as | 
anunworthy son of a free State; and the Senator | 











from Ohio has been still more severe. But these 
exhibitions only furnish another evidence of the 
fallibility of our nature, and show how difficult 
it is for even the best of us to refrain from the 
commission of the wrongs we think we see in 
others. Such things, however, are hot uncom- 
mon. Very many teachers in morals, politics, 
and even religion, utterly fail in the practice of 
the wise and holy precepts which they lay down 
for the observance of others. 

But, sir, Ido not intend to cireumscribe myself 
in what little I have to say by complaints against 
the course of others. It lak the President was 
right in expressing his views as he has done; 
and, of course, Senators have a right to criticise 
the act. 

But I carinot agree that this act of the Presi- 
dent is unprecedented. If I am not mistaken 
President Jackson discussed the question of a 
national bank in such manner as to correct the 
misrepresentations of his political opponents. 
President Polk discussed the question of war 
with Mexico in the same spirit. It is the right 
and duty of the President to inform Congress of 
the state of the Union; and entertainitfg the views 
he does as to the dangerous tendencies of the doc- 
trines of certain political parties in the country, 
the obligation on the present Executive to com- 
municate his apprehensions became imperative. 
Senators may scout and discard the reasoning of 
that officer, but they should remember that Pres- 
ident Washington, even in his = day, felt 
required to warn the people against the danger- 
ous tendencies of geographical parties in our 
country, and efforts to array one section of the 
country against another; and that Thomas Jef- 
ferson compared this sectional agitation to the 
startling alarm of a fire-bell in the night. Nor, 
sir, will exceptions to the language used by the 
President serye to break the force of his over- 
whelming argument in support of what he regards 
as the true policy of the nation. I agree, sir, 
that the criticism of the action of a large class of 
his fellow-citizens by the President, and the cou- 
demnation of the tendency of such action, how- 
ever strongly qualified in protectives of the 
motives of the actors, is a most delicate task, 
and should only be performed on great occasions; 
but the President has confined his strictures to 
partisan leaders—men seeking political power by 
means that would hazard the peace of the country; 
and I think that the people will agree that they 
deserve the rebuke. 

But, sir, it is not my purpose to defend the 
President. This has already been done with 
more ability than I can command. This much 
I will say, however—now that he is near the end 
of his term of office,and when my motives cannot 
be misunderstood—that I believe that time and 
experience will prove the wisdom of most of his 
measures, and that the day is not farin the future 
when the purity and patriotism of his motives 
will be acknowledged by all. 

But, sir, Senators have been endeavoring to 
determine what questions have been settled by 
the result of the late election, some taking excep- 
tion to the definition as given by the President; 
and on this point I have a word to say. 

I am quite sure, sir, that one great fact settled 
by the result is, that James Buchanan is to be 
President for four years from the 4th of March 
next, and that John C. Breckinridge will be Vice 
President for a like period. Another still more 
potent fact is, that the principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party, as defined at Cincinnati and ex- 
seonnek: by Mr. Buchanan—the most prominent 
feature being that the people of the States who 

o into the Territories shall enjoy the right to 
Jecenmins the character of their own local insti- 
tutions in their own way, including that of do- 
mestic slavery—are to be in the ascendency till 
the year 1861. Another fact as distinctly settled 
is, that the modern and miscalled Republican 
arty, against which the Democracy contended, 
as oes found in a minority in twenty-three out 
of the thirty-one States, and has been rejected in 
the Union by a popular majority of not less than 
one million three hundred and seventy-five thou- 
sand, being a .minority of more t all the 
votes cast for their candidate; and in a minority 
in the northern States alone of near two hundred 
thousand. Another is, that the modern Amer- 
ican, or Know Nothing party, with its intolerant 
dogmas of faith, and against which the Democ- 
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| racy also contended, has been repudiated in thirty 


out of the thirty-one States, and by a popular 
majority of over two millions. 
ut the result seems to be misunderstood even 
by. Senators. The Senator from New Hamp. 
shire has evidently not liked the returns of the 
election well enough to look at them, or he would 
not claim a large majority for the Republi- 
cans in eleven States, when the figures show that 
they were in a a all buteight. He cer. 
tainly ought to have known that there was a 
opular majority against Mr. Frémont in New 
ork of over forty-five thousand, and in Ohio 
of eleven thousand, and in Iowa of fifteen hun- 
dred. He and other Senators seem to be un- 
der the impression that their party came very 
near carrying all the free States. The Senator 
from Ohio said, the other day, that they would 
have done so had the issues been fairly put on 
the Democratic side. The Senator from Maine 
said they would have succeeded had the vote 
been a fair one. Why, sir, the figures indicate 
differently. Out of 460,000 votes in Pennsy]l- 
vania their candidate received but 147,447 votes, 
leaving him in a minority of more than 165,000. 
He was also in a mingrity of 43,695 in New 
Jersey, 46,089 in Indiana, 46,615 in Illinois, and 
from the returns we have from California, he has 
not received more than one fourth of the popular 
vote in that State, claimed to be his own. hat 
ever consolation and encouragement they can 
draw from such figures I leave them to enjoy. 
They certainly cannot claim fellowship with the 
Fillmore vote, for Mr. Fillmore was himself 
among the first to denounce them as a sectional 
party, ee to maintain doctrines and prac- 
tices that would most certainly dissolve the 
Union. 

But they deny that their party is sectional, and 
make the charge of sectionalism against the De- 
mocracy. eli, Mr. President, I shall not 
consume much time on this issue; but, sir, if the 


| Republican be not a sectional party, I would be 


glad to learn how a party can be sectional. I 


| caanot conceive what characteristics or practices 


of a sectional party the Republican party lacks. 
Both of their candidates were from one section 





of the Union, they were nominated by delegates 
from the same section, and they received all their 
votes in that section. In fifteen of the States, 
differing from the others only as to one local in- 
stitution, their per made no serious attempt to 
get votes, but they endeavored to gain power by 
exciting prejudice and passion in the popular 
mind in their own section against a local institu- 
tion of the other. How else could you constitute 
a sectional party? It is sectional, distinctly 
and dangerously sectional, and it is useless for 
Senators to deny it. It is just the kind of organ- 
ization which the greatest and best man who 
| ever lived in our country anticipated with alarm. 
| But it is far otherwise with the Democracy. 
| One of our candidates was from the North, and 
| the other from the South. They were nominated 
by delegates from all the States, and were voted 
for in all the States. Their party declared prin- 
ciples and iy acceptable to the whole family 
of States. Those principles could be expounded 
alike in all, and orators from the North and the 
South met daily on the same stand todo so. A 
constant theme was the equality of the States, 
the constitutional rights of all, and the ey 
for fraternity of feeling amongst the people of all. 
How idle and fallacious the charge of sectionalism 
against such a party! 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio, in 
the course of the debate the other day, in support 
of the charge, that the Democracy in the North 
had not stood up fairly and fully to the issues 
between the parties, remarked: 


“In the State of Pennsylvania, in all the Democratic mass 
meetings for President that I know anything about, there 
was inscribed in great letters upon their banners, ‘ Buch- 
anan, Breckinridge, and free Kansas ;? and their orators 
proceeded to show that Mr. Buchanan was safer upon the 
subject of freedom in Kansas than any other candidate.” 


In the same connection, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts stated that, to his personal know!l- 
edge, 

“Public meetings were called of persons in favor of 
Buchanan, Breckinridge, and free Kansas. I have read 
these calls. I have in my possession one of them, which 
was issued in the State of Pennsylvania. There are others 
in the possession of members of this house or the other. 

| Throughout the whole canvass in these very States tle 
issue was blinked.” 
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expression to great and immutable truths; and it | 


Meetings were called of the friends of ** Buch- | 
anan, Breckinridge, and free Kansas !’’ and ban- 
ners were borne in the canvass bearing the 
inscription—** Buchanan, Breckinridge, and free 
Kansas!’? Well, Mr. President, this is no very 

rave charge after all. I see no cause of alarm 1p 
it. I must confess, however, to some surprise at 
the sweeping statement of the Senator from Ohio, 
that in all the Democratic meetings in Pennsyl- | 
yania of which he had any knowledge, he dis- 
covered the peculiar banner of which he has 
spoken. Such banners may have been numerous 
—certainly there were some, for the Senator saw 
them; but I cannot remember to have seen any, 
though I certainly witnessed quite as nuch of the | 
canvass in Pennsylvania as he did. His oppor- 
tunities at Democratic meetings, it seems to me, 
must have been somewhat limited. I can hardly 
imagine how he got to such a meeting, or how he 
found the opportunity to scrutinize Democratic. 
mottoes. lam quite certain he was not invited 
to our meetings; and I know the Senator too well 
to believe that he would go where he was not 
welcome. He says he endeavored to enlighten 
the Democracy on certain points. That was kind | 
on his part; but, doubtless, Mr. President, on | 
the receipt of the election returns the honorable | 
Senator concluded that he failed in the task. 
} 
| 





Again, and in the same connection, he re- 
marked: 

«Thousands, yea, hundreds of thousands of votes, were 
given for the successful candidate on the hypothesis that || 
what was inscribed on their banners and what fell from || 
the mouths of their orators was true.’’ 


Why, certainly, Mr. President! Who ever 
doubted it? Who has impeached the truth of | 
the Democratic speechesand Democratic mottoes ? 
There is no hypothesis about them. They give 





was, as the Senator says, through the agency of 
such means that we achieved success. But, Mr. 
President, it is evident that the Senator in making | 
his developments about the banners, expected to | 
damage the Democracy of Pennsylvania in the | 
estimation of their brethren in the South; but in | 
this he will fail. The announcement of his own 
presence at a Democratic meeting, however, is a | 
circumstance far more alarming and ominous. 
There is no telling what fatal influence it may 
exercise. I think our southern friends will agree 
that it was a more dangerous presence than the 
banners. 

But, Mr. President, suppose all the meetings 
in Pennsylvania had been called as stated by the 
Senator coo Massachusetts, and the banners | 
been as described by the Senator from Ohio, 
what of it?) What inference would be deducible 
from such a fact? It would certainly furnish no | 
evidence that the issues between the Democratic 
and Republican parties had not been fairly met 
on our part. Indeed it is singular that a circum- 
stance of this kind should have attracted the 
attention of Senators. It indicates great want of 
material for the discussion on their side. I know 
of but one meeting that was called in the manner 
stated by the Senator from Massachusetts. That 
was in Potter county. The authors of that call | 
doubtless intended to indicate their wish that | 
Kansas should become a free State; but this fact 
does not warrant the conclusion that they believed 
Congress possessed the power to control the 

uestion, or admitting the existence of the power, 
that it would be wise to exercise it. I was not 
pronens at the meeting assembled by that call; | 

ut I am entirely confident, from the well known 
senuments of the speakers who were present, 
that they advocated nothing more nor less than 
the right of the people, the bona fide citizens of 
the Territory, to settle the question as they pleased, 
and denying the right and wisdom of congres- 
sional interference. 

Mr. WADE. Will the Senator permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BIGLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WADE. The Senator seems perfectiy 
familiar with the opinions of Mr. Buchanah on 
this subject. Now I want to know whether 
those banners were inscribed as they were in 
accordance with the declared will of Mr. Buch- 
anan. Is he favorable to making Kansas a free 
State? / 

Mr. BIGLER. As to the first 
whether these banners were prepare 
ance with the wish of Mr. B 
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roposition, 
in accord- 
uchanan, I cannot 


|| understood. 
| ion as to what the Kansas-Nebraska bill means. 


| the Constitution of the United States. 
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answer. The Senator has taken notice wae or 


| of the fact that I stated distinctly I saw no suc 


banners. 

Mr. WADE. I understand the Senator to 
admit that there was one such banner at some 
large Democratic meeting. Ifthere is one admitted, 
probably there were more. 

Mr. BIGLER. It is immaterial how many 
there were. I do not intend to fall back on that 
point. 
are doubtless just those of the Democratic party, 
as declared in their platform. We intend that the 
people whe go to the Territories shall decide the 
question of slavery for themselves; and I have 
no doubt that, with the most of the northern 
people, he would prefer to see Kansas a free 

tate, but denies the right of Congress to inter- 
fere. 

Mr. WADE. Does Mr. Buchanan believe that 
the people of a Territory, while in a territorial 
state, have the power to exclude slavery? 

Mr. BIGLER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
wish: to present the constitutional difficulty that 
has been raised here frequently, in regard to the 
power of the Legislature of a Territory? 

Mr. WADE. _I want to know what Mr. 
Buchanan’s opinions are in regard to the consti- 
tutional difficulty which has been so often spoken 
of? 

Mr. BIGLER. I cannot answer the Senator 
as to Mr. Buchanan’s views of the constitutional 
question. I can give my own, if the Senator is 
willing to hear them. 

Mr. WADE. Well, let us have your opinions, 
ou please. 
Ir. BIGLER. It is no new proposition that 
the Senator from Ohio has presented. It has been 


if 


| here before, and discussed before; and I endeav- 


ored, at least upon one occasion, to make myself 
There can be no difference of opin- 


Its terms are explicit. [t confers upon the people 
of the Terrjtory all the law-making power which 
Congress possesses under the Constitution. If 
the authority delegated be sufficient, the people 
have a law-making power equal to any question. 
This is a point, however, as to the meaning of 
My con- 
struction of that instrument certainly is of very 


| little importance, but still I am willing to express 


it. I am of = that the people through 
their local Legislature have that power. IL arrive 
at this conclusion, because I can see but two 


'| sources of law-making power for a Territory— 


the one, Congress; and the other, the people. I 
hold that, when Congress has soniiteel upon 
the people of a Territory all the law-making 
power which it possesses under the Constitution, 
the power is complete in the people, equal to the 
question of domestic slavery, or any other sub- 


ject; but this is a legal question, and I for one | 


should be gratified to see it decided. 
Mr. WADE. The reason why I asked the 
uestion, and wished the Senator’s opinion upon 
the subject, was, that towards the close of the 
last session the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Trum- 
BULL,] in an amendment to a pending bill, pro- 
posed to declare what was the true intent and 


meaning of those peculiar words in the Nebraska | 


bill; namely, that it was intended that the people, 
through their Territorial Legislature, should have 
the power to prohibit slavery in the Territories. 
Upon that proposition, if I am not mistaken, the 
Senator voted in the negative. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
of this body understands that subject very well. 
The Senator from Illinois upon the other side 


| did offer that proposition as an amendment to 


what is known as the Toomss bill. He offered 


this bill, which was not germane, and I should | 


not have voted for it, however I had believed in 
its truth. It was out of place when offered toa 
bill where the question did not properly arise. 
But not only that, sir; a vote in the Senate of 
the United States, to decide a judicial question, 
was agreed on all hands to be unnecessary, if not 
improper. I declared my views upon that occa- 


sion, and I voted against the amendment. Why, | 


Mr. President, who in the North has ever pre- 


tended to advocate the establishment of slavery | 


in Kansas? No man; no one of all the orators 


whom I met in the canvass, whether from the | 


Mr. President, every member | 


| 


As for the views of Mr. Buchanan, they | 


E. 


45 





proper law-making power, should carry out their 
own views. 

But it is obvious that the object of this debate 
on the part ef Senators on the other side, is to 
make the impression in the country that we have 
not achieved victory on a fair and full discussion 
of the main point at issue, and thus revive the 
sinking hopes of their followers. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him one question? He is not so explicit 
as I could wish. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator can proceed. 

Mr. WADE. The gentleman has just stated 
that he is for leaving the question of freedom in 
the Territories to be decided by the people of the 
Territories as they please. In the next breath, 
he tells us there is a constitutional question to be 
decided by the courts. I do not understand how 
he reconciles these two ideas. 

Mr. BIGLER. I did not raise a constitu- 
tional question. There is one, and let it be de- 
cided. I am claiming that the people have that 
power. 

Mr. WADE. Then why talk of devolving it 
on the courts? Why is it improper for us to 
declare that we mean to exercise the power, if 
we have it? 

Mr. BIGLER. You can raise the question 
and have it decided. As the Senator from Ohio 
claims the entire power to be in Congress, he 
must be perfectly satisfied that the entire power 
has been delegated to the people. 

Sir, | cannot speak of the canvass in Indiana 
or Illinois, for [ was not in those States; but of 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania I can speak, and 


| in these States I know that the issues were met 


boldly and broadly. In the whole range of my 


| observation and reading, I cannot call to mind 
| an instance where a public speaker or a Dem- 


| Cincinnati. 





South or North, did any such thing. Their uni- | 


form doctrine was, that the people, through a 


e 


} 
! 
} 


| stitutions. 


ocratic newspaper demurred to the Democratic 
doctrine on the slavery question as enunciated at 
Indeed, it was the beauty and force 
of this broad doctrine that enabled the Democracy 


| to withstand the varied and potent elements of 
| prejudice and passion employed on the other side. 


But, Mr. President, the honorable Senators 
from Ohio and Massachusetts are evidently un- 
happy, because of the use of the term ‘* free 
Kansas’’ in connection with a Democratic meet- 
ing. I hope it has not taken these Senators till 
now to discover that the Democracy are the advo- 


| cates of real freedom for Kansas—that kind of 


freedom which our fathers achieved in the conflict 
with the forces of George III. Weare for leaving 
the people of Kansas free to make their own in- 
stitutions, and are, therefore, for free Kansas. 


|The Republican party, on the other hand, talk 


most about freedom in Kansas, but distinctly 
propose that, as to the white population, the ex- 
ercise of their judgment shall not be entirely 
free. We say Kansas will be free when her 
people do as they please as to their domestic in- 
The Republicans say not so: Kansas 
will be free when her people obey their dictation 
as to a portion of these institutions. They pro- 


| pose to enslave the will of the people by dictating 


what they shall do. We leave them to the dic- 
tates of their own judgment. They say we are 
for negro slavery in the Territories; this we a 
We say they propose to enslave the will of the 
white people to some extent, and that they cannot 
dispute. Herein is the difference. In this con- 
nection, and in this way, we talked about ‘* free 
Kansas’’ in the canvass for President; but I never 
heard a Democratic speaker suggest that Kansas 
should not come into the Union whatever her 
decision might be, nor did I ever hear a speaker 
on the other side who expressed a willingness to 
see her admitted unless she decided in accordance 
with his views on the subject. The Senator from 
Maihe, the other day, declined to say what he 
would do in such a contingency. The Senator 
from Ohio, however, with less reserve, declared 
as follows: 

“‘ Union or no Union; come what may, I believe it to be 
the settled purpose of the northern people to limit slavery 
to the States in which it now exists.’’ 

Many, very many of the Republican speakers 
in the North took this ground boldly, and made 
it the basis of appeal for votes for their candidate. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that the 
members of the House who voted for Mr. 
Duwn’s bill last session were called pro oaie 
men in the canvass. I never heard any suc 
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allegation. It is true, that in reply to the charge 
so constantly made by the Frémont party, that 
the Democrats were seeking to increase slavery, 
we said that the only attempt that had ever been 
made to increase pow by an act of Congress 
was that of the Republican members of the 
House who voted for Mr. Dunn’s bill. This we 


did say; and because that bill proposed to maintain | 


slavery in Kansas up to the year 1858, and pro- 
vided that children born of slave parents in the 
Territory, and sold in the mean time to a slave 


State, should be slaves for life, and holding as | 


we did that the increase of slavery can only be 
brought about by the increase of the number of 
beings in bondage, we did maintain that Mr. 
Doww’s bill was virtually to increase slavery. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Pennsylvania allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. BIGLER. No, sir. I beg the Senator 
from Illinois to excuse me, if he pleases. 1 find 
that if I yield to further interruptions my speech 
will be much longer than I intended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wished to correct the 
Senator in regard to that bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. It was the practice of the Fré- 


mont party in the canvass to charge the Demog- | 


racy with seeking to increase slavery, and 

availed ourselves of the facts 1 have stated in 
retort. So far from looking to the increase 
of slavery by act of Congress, I know of no 
means by which such a work could be accom- 
plished, except through the recommencement of 


the slave trade, and no one would entertain such || 


an idea. But the 
holding thatslavery has no legal existence in the 
Territory of Kansas, voted to recognize and 
maintain it till 1855, and to provide that the issue 
of slave parents, if sold toa slave State in the 


mean time, should be slaves for life, virtually || 


attempted, according to their own doctrine, to 


increase the number of slaves by act of Con- | 


gress. s b : : 
Many persons are in the habit of confounding 


the increase of slavery with its territorial exten- | 


gion; and some, doubtless, voted the Republican 
ticket because they believed that the inhibition of 
slavery as to Kansas was to retard the growth 
of the institution. Were I a citizen of Kansas, 
with my present impressions, I should vote 
against the establishment of slavery; but in doing 
this I would feel that I was not doing anything to 
prevent the increase of the number of slaves, or 
to improve their condition. To scatter the slaves 
over a greater area will do them good rather than 
harm, and to restrict the institution to its present 
limits will not affect the increase of the number 


of slaves for a century; for it will, in my judg; | 


ment, require all of that period to fill up the unoc- 
cupied territories in the slaveholding States, In 


Texas alone there are over ninety millionsof acres | 


of virgin soil untouched by the implements of 


the agriculturist, rich and easy of cultivation, fa- | 


vored by a genial climate. The number of slaves 


in that State do not equal one to every square mile | 
of territory. Llow, after all, then, do the practical | 


and direct consequences involved in this angry 
controversy diminish as we approach them; and 


how like mountains on a plain do they loom up | 


as we recede from them! 


And how painful the 


conviction that there are those amongst us, || 


found in widely-separated communities, who 
talk seriously of breaking up the Government 
for causes so insuflicient. 

The honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fes- 


SENDEN,] whilst lamenting and describing the || 


prejudicial influence of slavery upon the physical 
improvement of the States where it exists, upon 
their growth in population, commerce, trade, and 
agriculture, remarked as follows: 


** I do not look upon this question as a question of States. 
The States, as political corporations, have no direct interest 
in the Territories. 1 do not recognize the State of Virginia, or 
the State of Texas, as a State, as having a particle of inter- 
est in them ; nor the State of Maine, nor the State of Mas- 
suchusetts, nor New York, nor any other free State. It is 
& question with the people of the United States.” 


Now, Mr. President, if the States in their cor- 
porate capacity have no interest in the question 
of slavery in the Territories, then why does the 
Senator, and those who act with him, insist that 
the States shall control the question through the 
representatives of their soverei ~ n this floor? 
lagree that the States as suc we no direct 
eoneern, and that the people of the United States 


Will the Senator from || 


Republicans in the House, | 
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|| who go to the Territories are most interested; 


| and for that reason they should be allowed to 
|| determine whether they wil! have the institution 
|ornot. The people who emigrate to the Terri- 


tories are not only the most interested, but they | 


are most competent, and have the best right to 


decide. The people of his State and mine exer- | 
cised that right, and why deny it to the people | 
of those States who may go to the Territories? | 
The Democracy contend for, butthe Republicans | 


deny, this right. They say that Congress shall 

prejudge and decide the question; that those who 

are not in the Territories must be permitted to 
| control the decision. The power to shape this 
|domestic institution in Kansas, for instance, 
|| shall be found everywhere else except in the Ter- 

ritory! The Democracy say that those who go 
| to Poseay shall make its institutions; the Re- 
| publicans say not so, but the people who do not 
go to the Territory, through their Represent- 
atives in Congress, shall decide whether slavery 
shal! exist there or not—that those who have no 
|| interests there, who know nothing of the soil and 
| climate, shall be the umpire. 


| And here is the vital issue between the parties; 
| this was the issue put and decided in the last con- 
test for President. The Senator has a right to 
| claim much consideration for his superior intelli- 
| gence, but I can scarcely believe that he is willing 
to claim for himself and his constituents superior 
judgment, patriotism, and sovereignty over those 
_ enterprising and hardy pioneers who have gone 
| into that new country to fell the forest, cultivate 
the soil, to develop its natural resources, advance 
the arts of peace, the ends of civilization, and 
|| finally, and very shortly, toadd another member 
onfederacy. The Senator con- 
_cedes the right of the people of a State to have 

ople of a Territory 
tate? Why should 

they enjoy a less measure of sovereignty? Is the 

sovereignty reserved from the United States Gov- 
| ernment to the people not as good for a citizen 
|| of a Territory as for him who resides in a State ? 
| Is not the political status of the latter equal in 
| every particular to that of the former? Most cer- 
tainly. They why not permit the power which 
| 

| 
| 


| 
| 


/to our happ 


slavery or not. Are not the 
just as wise as those of a 


| 


1} 


all agree is conclusive im a State to operate in a 

Territory? Thus it isseen the guardianship which 
the Senator would set up can, at most, only exist 
|| during the teggitorial probation of a State. So 
| soon as the people become a State, congressional 
| shackles will be severed.~>What I mean is this: 
|, that the people, when a State, will have the right 
|| to change the local laws and policy as often as 
|| they please, and no power on earth can interfere. 
| Should Kansas come into the Union as a free 
|| State, it will be perfectly competent for the people 
|| afterwards to establish slavery, and vice- versa. 
| Thus it is seen that this absorbing and angry con- 
| troversy, which at times seems to menace the 
|| peace of the country, if not the existence of the 
Government, is quite limited in its practical ef- 
If the rule of decision by popular will be 
a slavery rule, as alleged by some, how are we 
es the very founda- 
|| ton of our whole Republican system; it underlies 
|| the institutions of each and all of the States; it 
is the very essence of true republicanism; it .is 


|| fects. 


to get clear of it? It m 


| neither more nor less than self-government. 


or rule to favor the extension of slavery. 


/emigration to the 


i| 
i 
| 
| ends, and not because the extension of slaver 


| South, whilst it im 





But, Mr. President, I deny that it is a = 

hose 
who make the allegation know better, The vast 
erritories from the northern 
| States, sustained by a constant accession from 
all parts of the world, cannot favor the propaga- 
'| tion of slavery. Why, the Senator from Maine 
has told us what we know to be true, that the 
owners of slaves*in the United States do not 
| number half a million, whilst those who have no 
slaves count not less than twenty-five millions. 
| How, then, | would ask, are the five hundred 
thousand to rival the twenty-five millions in the 
occupation of the Territory, to say nothing of 
emigrants from other countries who come here 
almost invariably with strong prejudices against 
negro slavery? The idea is preposterous. The 
accusation has been made to subserve partisan 


was feared. For one, I think this mode of ad- 
| justment a safe, wise, and just one. It ts 
the constitutional rights of the people of the 
poses no restrictions upon the 
| judgment and feelings of those of the North. Is 
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will at no very distant day relieve the country 
from this dangerous controversy. 

I shall not charge thatthe Republican speakers 
and writers did not come up to their platform, | 
allege the reverse, and the facts prove the allega- 
tion. Asto hostility to slavery, they not on} 
came up to but wentfarbeyond it. The press, the 
pulpit, and the rostrum, in the interests of this 
party in the North, vented unqualified denuncia. 
tions against the institution wherever found. [is 
prejudicial effects upon the growth and prosperity 
of the country, its wrongs and aggressions, its 
usurpations and oppressions, and the hardships 
endured by the poor African, were their constant 
and favorite themes. And it is idle for Senators 
to pretend that the arguments of the Republicans 
were confined to the mere question of the exten- 
sion of slavery into the Territories; or that the 
rights of the institution where it‘now exists were 


—— 





.spoken of in terms of even the coldest toleration, 


It was discussed in its political, moral, social, 
and in even its Christian aspect; and almost uni- 
versally in such manner as to excite the bitterest 
prejudices against it and the States where it 
existed. Just such sentiments were uttered as 
were best calculated to alienate the feelings of the 
people of one section of the Union from those of 
another. Itdoes not become them, then, to com- 
plain that the Democratic party did not meet the 
issues. They made far more by fanning the 
unholy flames of passion and prejudice, and by 
invectives on transiently occurring events in Kan- 
sas, and personal difficulties between members of 
Congress, which had no necessary connection 
with the real issues, than we could possibly have 
gained by evason, had we so desired. We met 
the issues, and we met them fairly; and to attest 
the truth of this, and that which I have asserted 
against the Opposition, I could produce speeches 
and newspaper writings almost without number; 
— I imagine it is unnecessary to offer them 
ere. 

Who, I would ask, ever heard a Republican 
speaker upon the stump tempering his denunei- 
ations against slavery by expressing his regard 
for the constitutional rights of the slaveholding 
States, or for the feelings of those who held 
slaves ? Some may have done it, but I had not 
the pleasure of hearing them. It is true that, 
when driven to the wall, they would admit the 
right of the States to have such an institution, 
but the admission was so made as to generally 
leave the impression that, in some way or other, 
the institution was to be everywhere abolished 
through the agency of the Republican party 
Senators may qualify and explain, and lay claim 
to entire loyalty to the Constitution and the 
Union—they may discard Garrison, Phillips, 
Spooner, and all of that school of disunionists, as 
much as they please—but no man in the North 
eould fail to discover that a considerable portion 
of the Opposition were led to believe that some- 
thing more was to be accomplished by their suc- 
cess than the mere inhibition of slavery in. the 
Territories. They confidently anticipated the 
repeal of the fugitive slave law, besides the rejec- 
tion of all Territories which asked for admission 
into the Union as States with constitutions recog- 
nizing slavery. Butstatesmen of the Republican 
party must necessarily shape their sentiments by 
the letter, if not by the spirit, of the Constitution. 
Yet, sir, a very large proportion of the votes cast 


for their candidate for the Presidency were made } 


up of two classes, viz: first, those who are look- 
ing to the abolition of slavery everywhere, and 
who hope to consummate this work through the 
Republican party; and this is the class to whom 
the Senator from New York (Mr. Sewarp] might 
say, ** Slavery can and will be abolished, and 
you and [ will do it;’’ and to which the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Wane] would give assurance of 
the prompt repeal of the “‘ infamous fugitive slave 
law.’’ The other class is composed of those who 
are actuated by motives of sympathy for the fate 
of the unhappy African—of those who believe 
that slavery is a great wrong upon the negro, and 
that it is to be redressed, and his condition bet- 
tered, by the Republican party. The leaders of 
that party have themselves been vigilant and per- 
severing to create those very impressions; a0 

if they will have the candor even now to tur 
around, and proclaim unmistakably that they 40 
not hold the views entertained by those classes 
of people, nor seek to remedy the evils they coni- 
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in of, my word for it their ranks will very soon 
oe ie thinned, and those of the ultra-Abo- 
litionists enlarged in a like ratio. This done, and 
they will not carry eleven States at the next elec- 
tion. They will ‘not then have all misguided | 
reachers and fanatics upon their side, as they 
had in the recent contest. . : 

The aggressions of slavery is a favorite theme | 
of the Senator from Ohio; but he has not, to oy 
knowledge, Mr. President, at any time, specifi- | 
cally degned what he means by the phrase. I | 
am not willing to submit to any aggression from | 
slavery, or the slave States, or the slaveholding | 

eople; and if the Senator will point out aggres- 
gions on the part of either, I may possibly join | 
him in resisting and repelling them. But [can | 
discover, as yet, none of their consequences. In 
what do these aggressions consist? In what de- 

artment of Government are they to be found? | 
Phe reverse of aggression is obvious to all. The | 
controlling power which the slave States once 
possessed in all departments has passed away, 
and, I think, forever. When the Constitution | 
was framed, and the Union secured, the slave- | 
holding States had the control of all branches of | 
the Government. Now theycontrol none. Then | 
there were eleven slavahiolding States and one | 
non-slaveholding. Now there are sixteen free | 
and fifteen slave States, with six or seven Terri- 
tories to come in as free States; then we shall | 
have twenty-two free States and fifteen slave | 
States, Kansas disputed, and with the right in | 
Texas of making two slave States. Surely there 
is nothing in this picture to alarm the Senator 
from Ohio: as an element of political power he cer- | 
tainly does not fear it. The northern States have | 
an ascendency in both branches of Congress, and | 
in the electoral college. Where, then, shall we | 
look for aggression? Is it in territorial acqui- | 
sition? Certainly not. When our independence | 
was established, the States north of Mason and | 
Dixon’s line (as shown by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Cray] in his speech made during 
the last winter) possessed an area of but one 
hundred and sixty-four thousand square miles, 
and those south of the same line an area of six 
hundred and forty-seven thousand square miles. | 
Now, the slaveholding States possess an area of | 
eight hundred and eighty-two thousand square | 
miles, and the free States, with the Territories 
inevitably to become free States, an area of over 
one million seven hundred thousand square miles. 
Surely the Senator and his party cannot be 
alarmed at such aggression as this. And yet 
this charge of aggression was a constant and 
fruitful subject of discussion for the Republican’ 
party during the late campaign. 

The fugitive slave law was another. The law | 
was talked of, even by men of position in society, | 
as though it had no constitutional authority—as | 
though it were the mere act of Congress—and 
that by its agency alone slaves were reclaimed. | 
They knew better, Mr. President. They knew 
that the law on this subject is nothing—the Con- | 
stitution everything. The law gives no man the 
right to his fugitive slave. The Constitution has 
done this, and the Supreme Court of the United 5 
States has so decided; and the law is but the 
execution of the constitutional provision. There- | 
fore, those who rail against the law rail against | 
the Constitution; and those who reject any por- | 
tion of that instrument repudiate altits blessings. 
The Senator from Ohio has not hesitated to do 
this, and yet he claims, I believe, to be a friend 
of the Union. Senators representing States the 
Legislatures of which have taken distinct ground 
against the execution of this law, say they are 
for the Union and the constitutional rights of all 
the States. Now, was not this constitutional 
provision one of the compacts of the Union?— 
was it not one of the compromises of the Consti- 
tution? Certainly it was; and no man has a fair 
claim to friendship for either who will not hold 
that it is to be faithfully executed. The denun- | 
ciation of this law was one of the potent means 
of the campaign, to swell Mr. Frémont’s vote. 
How much of loyalty to our people and their 
free institutions there is in it I leave to others to 
decide, 

But I do not wish to be misunderstood. I am 
not standing here either as the advocate of sla- | 
Very or the defender of the South. I speak but 
to vindicate history, and particularly the history 
of the late presidential contest, which has been | 
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|| ator from South Carolina remarked: 
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so unfairly referred to. Ido not desire, nor have | to all. Among the first to adopt, she will be the 


I ever sought, the extension of slavery; and || last to disregard, the covenants of the Constitu- 
heartily do I concur with the Senator from South || tion and the Union. Her people remember well 
Carolina, [Mr. Burter,] when he said the other | how we came to be wnliels ped how the Union 
day, ‘I do not want the extension of slavery.’’ || has been maintained. We do not forget that 
Mr. BUTLER. I beg to be understood cor- || when our independence was declared, southern 
rectly. The Senator from Maine asked me how | and northern men counseled together; that the 
the remark which I made was to be construed? | Constitution was the joint production of the 
I said that I now maintain, as I have always || }atriotism and intellect of both sections; and that 
maintained, that all lines of distinction being || upon every battle-field men of the South and men 
wiped out, [ was in what lawyers call a condition || of the North stood or fell together under the 
of indifferency. I said, let the institution go || resplendent banner of the nation—that they did 
where it would; I would not attempt here either || so in the war of 1812, and in the war with Mexico. 
to restrain or extend it. | Are not the events of the latter war fresh in our 
Mr. BIGLER. I think that is the substance || memory? Do we not recollect that away down 
of the quotation I was about to read. The Sen- || upon the Rio Grande, and at Buena Vista, the 
sturdy volunteers of the North and of the South, 
« I do not want the extension of slavery; I have never || Under a southern general, gained immortal vic- 
contended for it. If I had the right to vote to extend it by || tories over a hostile enemy? We do; and we 
act of Congress, I would not undertake to do so; I would || remember, too, that upon the shores of the Gulf 
ee choice of those who settle the new com- | of Mexico, wending t eir way to the city of the 
|| Montezumas, to viudicate the honor and dignity 
Thatis alll have everdesired. Itisall the Dem-*| of their country, were found together the Penn- 
ocratic party contend for. The Senator from || sylvania voltigeur and the Palmetto volunteer, 
Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] if I understood him, ex- | under a northern general. We of Pennsylvania 
ressed the same sentiment. Is there notauthor- || are for a fraternity of States, and of the people 
ity enough here, sir, to show that the wide-spread || of the States. All that we are—all that we have 
allegation, that we seek the extension of slavery || been—we owe to the Union. It is our hope in 
by the agency and power of the Government, is || the future. Such is the feeling of Pennsylvania. 
untrue? I would not be vain of my State, but I must 
I do not agree nor do I sympathize with much || confess, that when I heard a prominent public 
that is said at the South on the subject of slavery. || man say the other day, ** Pennsylvania is the 
I have read articles from the Southside Dem- || heart of the Republic,’’ my pride was excited. 
ocrat, the New Orleans Delta, the Charleston || If the sentiment be true, then, sir, the body- 
Standard, and other southern papers, on the || politic willbe healthful. Every limb will be in- 
subject of labor, comparing white with black || vigorated. That heart will pulsate only inunison 
labor, from which [ utterly and entirely dissent. || with the bestinterests and happiness of the people 
[ have no sympathy wih the Barnwell Rhett || of every section. The vital strength will be dis- 
school of politics in the South, who talk so in- || tributed alike to every part, and disease will 
cessantly and so eippenhy of a dissolution of the || hopelessly assail what must be so pure and health- 
Union, as though it had cost our fathers nothing, || ful. Neither fanaticism nor fillibusterism can 
as though it were worth nothing, and its dis- || make any impression upon that good old Com- 
solution would remedy a single one of the evils || monwealth. The storm of faction may rage, but 
complaine® of; and I certainly have no respect || she will come out of it more erect in her noble 
for the suggestion of Governor Adams, of || patriotism thanever. The more terrible the trial 
South Carolina, that the slave trade shall be re- || the closer will her people cling to the Constitu- 
commenced. I condemn, discard, and repudiate || tion, the ark of our common safety. Central in” 
the fatal suggestion; and! am gratified to believe || her geographical position, and still more so I 
that southern statesmen and the southern people || hope in the confidence and affection of her sister 
will do the same thing. I have, however, an ad- ||States, and equally so as to the sources of that 
miration for that class of southern statesmen who || spirit of discontent which at times would seem to 
declare distinctly and emphatically that they can || menace the existence of the Government, she may 
only remain in the Union as equals. best perform the high office of Keystone of the 
here is another class of political philosophers, || Federalarch. I believe she will perform it should 
widely separated from those of whom I have just || the crisis come, and that, though the controversy 
been speaking, for whose opinions I have, if || between the North and South, so much lamented 
ossible, still less respect. I refer to Garrison, || by all patriots, may go on for centuries, she will 
endell Phillips, Theodore Parker, Henry C. || maintain her integrity to the Union, and be found 
Wright, Gerrit Smith, Spooner, and similar || standing, like some impassable isthmus between 
fanatics, who, in attempting illegally to abolish || two heaving seas, defiantly resisting the bitter 
slavery in the States where it now exists, would || waves of discontent, whether they dash against 
dissolve the Union and aggravate the evils they || her northern or her southern side. 
lament. Although in the main these men acted Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President 
with the Retaitiosh party in the late canvass, Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
yet I am not uncharitable enough to hold the || from Vermont allow me to ask him (though it 
mass of that pony accountable for the monstrous || is not a fair question) whether he expects to make 
sentiments of those traitors to our beloved insti- || a short speech or along one? If a long one we 
tutions. And with the madcaps of the South I || had better adjourn. 
would throw overboard these fanatics of the East, |} Mr. COLLAMER. I shall not undertake, at 
and take care of the country without the aid of || this stage, to limit myse!f at all. 
either. Mr. SEWARD. I suggest, then, that we had 
Mr. President, I have been forced to speak of || better adjourn. 
the bad feeling entertained by a class of people in The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
the North towards the people of the South, and || Senator from Vermont yield the floor for 4 mo- 
of another class in the South towards the people || tion to adjourn ? 
of the North; and the task has been by no means || Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, sir. 
a pleasant one. I have no sympathy with that || Mr. SEWARD. I move that the Senate ad- 


crimination and recrimination which 1s so calcu- || journ. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senator to 


lated to estrange those who should be friends | 
and brethren. The people whom I represent in || withdraw that motion, as I wish to occupy the 
floor for about five minutes. 


part upon this floor have no sympathy with a | 
sectional contest. ‘There may be some in the || Mr. SEWARD. With the consent of the 
ranks of the Opposition who would press their || Senator from Vermont I will do so. 
opinions to the dissolution of the Union; but, so || The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
far as Pennsylvania is concerned, I say, with | from Vermont is entitled to the floor. 
leasure, that the mass of the Opposition would, Mr. COLLAMER, The gentleman from IIli- 
if they deemed the danger imminent, rise, free || nois says he wishes the floor for five minutes, 
from the shackles of their leaders, to stand by | and I will yield to him. 
their country. The Democracy are a unit upon ||| Mr. TRUMBULL. I should not claim the 
the question. In Pennsylvania they have an || indulgence of the Senate at all, except that I 
affection wnich is coextensive with all our people, || desire to correcta misa prehension of the Senator 
and with all of the States of the Confederacy. || from Pennsylvania, which it would have been 
Her creed embraces the South as well as the || more appropriate to have corrected during his 
North. She has been, and she ever will be, just remarks if his courtesy had allowed me to co so; 
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but as it did not, I will endeavor to make the 
correction now. 

He represented the bill of Mr. Duww as estab- 
lishing slavery in Kansas. I have that bill before 
me. Itdoes nosuch thing. {[t contains no such 
provision; and it is a perversion, a misapprehen- 
sion—I may say, a total misapprehension of the 
bill to make such a statement. It provides for 
the restoration of the Missouri compromise, that 
excluded slavery. Now what is the clause upon 
which the Senator from Pennsylvania here in 
his place says that it perpetuates slavery? I 
will read it. After providing for the restoration 
of the Missouri compromise, the bill declares: 


** Provided, however, That any person lawfully held to 
service in either of the said Territories shail not be dis- 
charged from such service by reason of such repeal, if such 
person shall be permanently removed trom such Territory 
or Territories prior to the first day of January, 1858.”’ 

This provision is, that by reason of the repeal 
of that clause of the Kansas-Nebraska bill which 
had abrogated the Missouri compromise, and the 
reénactment of that compromise, no person shall 
be discharged from his service. Did that estab- 
lish slavery? It provides that this bill shall not 
free persons if they are lawfully held to service. 
Cannot the Senator from Pennsylvania see the 
difference between a provision thatthe bill should 
not set free any one lawfully held to service, and 
a provision which makes a freeman a slave? 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes,sir; I have the cour- 
tesy to allow the gentleman to ask me a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PUGH. lIask the Senator from Illinois 
to read that portion of the proviso immediately 
following what he has already read. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I will read it. 


* And any child or children born in either of said Terri 
tories of any female lawfully held to service, if, in like 
manner, removed without said Territory before the expi 
ration of that date, shall not, by reason of anything in this 
act, be emancipated from any service it might have owed, 
had this act never been passed.” 


it provides that the bill shall not free a person 
lawfully held in service; but it does not make a 
slave of anybody. Is not the distinction as pal- 


pable as the noonday sun, between a law which | 


makes a slave of a free person, and a law which 


declares that by reason of its passage no person 


lawfully held to service shall be freed? 
one can see that. 


Every 
I say it is a total misrepre- 


sentation of the bill to say that these clauses || 


eee or make a slave of a single human 
veing for a single day. I would ask the Senator 


from Ohio {Mr. Pucu] whether, if a question | 


came up in a court of justice as to the freedom 
of a person in Kansas under that bill, he would 


insist that this clause which declared that the bill | 


should not make them free made them slaves? 
His reputation as a lawyer would not allow him 
to advance such a proposition for a moment. 

Mr. PUGH. 
make a suggestion in this connection, I will tell 
him how | interpret that bill. If there is any 
validity in it at all, it prevents the Territorial 
Legislature from emanetpating those very chil- 
dren. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It provides no such thing. | 
{t says that, ** by reason of this act;’’ it does not | 
say what the Territorial Legislature shall do, but | 
that by reason of the passage of this act, or any- 
thing contained in it, no one shall be emancipated | 
from any service he might have owed if it had | 
It is a perversion of this bill | 


never been passed. 
to say that it establishes slavery; and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania when he was making that 
broad statement, had either not examined it, or 
misapprehended itif he had examined it. 

Mr. BIGLER. - Will the Senator read the 
whole section? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have read that portion 


of the section which relates to the subject. The 


section is a very long one, and it does not affect | 


what I have read. The other portion of the sec- 
tion I will state, and the Senator can refer to it 
and read it. The section commences by declar- 
ing that the fourteenth and thirty-second sections 
of the Kansas-Nebraska act, which are the sec- 
tions repealing the Missouri compromise, are 
themselves repealed; and then goes on to make 
the provisoes { have read. It repeals in so many 
words, copying into the section what is contained 


in the Kansas-Nebraska act repealing the Mis- |) the Committee on Indian Affairs, nor one upon | 


¢ 


If the Senator will allow me to | 
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souri compromise, and then contains the proviso 
which I have read, declaring that, in consequence 
of abrogating the repealing clause of the Kansas- 
Nebraska act, no person lawfully held to service 


shall be discharged; but it does not make a slave || 


of anybody. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania has been talk- 
ing of sectionalism; and the complaint of section- 
alism with him is, that both the candidates of 
the Republican par ta a 
ident were taken 1 
wish to hold up t 
day in this body. 
committees. The 
Prarce] came in 
mittees to transact 
by the aid of the 
committees were 0 
tional. Here ist 
clary 

Mr. BIGLER. 

The PRESIDE] 
ator from Illinois : 

Mr. TRUMBU; 
floor. Ihave mor 
had. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


nois does not sup} 





| the floor to him w 


part. It was not 
ticed debater in th 
to avoid interrupt 
discourse. That 
one. 

Il am confident t 
tice in reference to 
I did not say th 
both candidates fi 
party. I was de 
party; and in the 
other things, I m 
the Republican ¥ 
from the North; | 
isolated fact, and 
party was sectior 

Mr. TRUMBL 
Senator was cert 
him at all; and I. 
been led to use th 
fact had not tran& 
interrupted by © 
with his assent. 
could to interpom 
person who was refused an opportunity of making 
an explanation. 


3ut, sir, as one of the incidents of sectionalism, | 


{ understand the Senator now to instance the 


fact, that the candidates of the Republican yee 


were both taken from the North. Now I as 

him and I ask the country to look at his action 
to-day. ‘Take the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
consisting of six members. Every one of them 
is from the southern States—not a man from a 
northern State of any party upon it. Take the 
Committee on Military Affairs, consisting of as 
many members, and every individual upon that 
committee is from the slaveholding States save 
one, and he is from California, and coincides 
fully with the South upon the slavery question. 
Take the Committee on the Judiciary—take the 


Committee-on Finance, and there is not on either | 


of those committees, the leading and most import- 


. : | 
ant committees to the country, a man representing | 


the Republican party, composed of hundreds of 
thousands—yea, of more than a million of voters. 
This I call evidence of sectionalism; and as one 


member of the Republican party, and an indi- | 


vidual who sought to elevate Colonel Frémont to 
the Presidency, I will say I am governed by no 
such sectional motives; and if it should ever be 
my fortune, while | occupy a seat here, to be in 
a majority, I never will consent to exclude every 
Senator from a slaveholding State from any one 
of the important committees. They should be 
heard. We come here to legislate for a com- 
mon country; and all the great interests of the 
country should be represented upon the import- 
ant committees, which block out the business for 
our action. While I do not claim a majority, I 
claim a reasonable representation upon all the 
committees. I say we have none on the Judi- 
ciary Committee; we have none on the Finance 
Committee. There is not a northern man upon 


a 
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| the Committee on Military Affairs, save the Sep. 


| know, with the South on the slavery question 
| Then talk to us about sectionalism! What, sir, 
would have been thought of the Speaker of the 
other House if he had organized the Judiciary 
Committee there with nota man on it who was 
| not opposed to the Nebraska bill? What would 
have been thought of him if he had placed upon 


| ator from California, who coincides, as we aj) 


sha Pammenitean an Indian Affairs. or the Commit. 


IGF 
BO\ 





also. If the Senator desires to-see tne question 
settled let him present it before the proper tribunal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then it seems, by the 
explanation of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
that they are contending for they know not what. 
The issue which he says has been pending has 
established nothing. He does not even now pre- 
tend to know what the views of Mr. Buchanan 
are, except as they are enunciated in the Cincin- 
nati platform. What does that enunciate? Do 
any two of his supporters understand it alike? 
Does the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] 
understand it as the Senator from Pennsylvania 
does? Do we not know that that Cincinnati 
platform is couched in such words as to be under- 
stood differently in different parts of the coun- 





try? Its language is, that the people of a Terri- 
tory, when sufficiently numerous to form a State 
constitution for themselves, shall be admitted 
into the Union either with or without slavery, as 
they may determine. That is not the question. 
The issue before the country was not about the 
admission of any State into the Union whether as 
aslave ora free State. No such issue was put; but 
the question was about the existence of slavery 
in the Territory of Kansas, and the right of the 
Territorial Legislature, while the territorial gov- 
ernment lasted, to exclude slavery. That is the 
question upon which we want Mr. Buchanan’: 
views, and that is the question upon which we 
cannot get his views. The Cincinnati Conven- 
tion has not explained it. 

Mr. BIGLER rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I give way to the Sena 


Does the 


'| tor from ake cheerfully. 


Mr. BIGLE The Senator says there was 





|| no such question as that of admitting a free °° 
|| slave State into the Union. Well, sir, I will read 


a paragraph from the Republican platform 4 
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adopted at Philadelphia, and ask the Senator to 


tell me what it means, if it does not mean the 
broad exclusion of any State that mav adant..: 


Mv ERanEmsett IVeEOTUSKAa In particular. “rere?! 
was where we sought to make the issue, and that | 
is an issue which the Cincinnati Convention did | 
not meet, except by indirection. Perhaps a fair || 
inference from what they said at Cincinnati is, 
that inasmuch as they declare that where the 
people are numerous enough to form a State con- 
stitution for themselves, they have a right to 
admit or exclude slavery, it follows that until 
they become that numerous they have no such 
right. If you can draw any inference from that 
platform, it is the one which I have stated, and 
that I understand to be directly at war with the 
views of the honorable Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia. He seems to have been fighting for a can- 
didate, and going through the contest upon a_ 
rose at war with his platform; for the only 
egiumate inference to be drawn from that plat- | 
form is, that the Territorial Legislature has no | 
right, during the terri.orial existence, to exclude 
or admit slaves, or act upon the subject at all. 
This I understand to be the view of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and numerous others upon the | 
other side, from the southern States. I will yield | 
the floor to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President— 

Mr. PUGH. I will ask the Senator-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Vermont | 
can wait until to-morrow. 
_ Mr. PUGH. I only wish to propound one | 
inquiry to the Senator from Illinois. | 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the understanding is | 
that I shall proceed to-morrow, I am willing to 
yield the floor. [**Agreed.” ‘*Agreed.’’] 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not propose to engage in 
this discussion at present, although before it con- 
cludes I may desire to make some observations 
in reply to what has been said by several Sen- 
ators. But there was a remark of the Senator 
from Illinois this morning which, it seems to me, 
at all events requires at his hands some explana- 
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tion, or at my hands some notice. In speaking 


| of the Committee on the Judiciary, that Senator 


undartank ta itenara tha faat thee <= 


Yersons 
$8 body 

asso- 
1 that 
entipe 
st hun- 
lion of 


rat no 

The 
‘mark, 
as the 
"e that 
mbers 
I in- 
i, that 
Com- 
enting 
vepub- 


then, 
nts to 
iz. If 
uly is 
mittee 
arly 5 
lism, ° 
0 this 
ins to 
lusive 
» take 
2 pro- 
have 
State | 
sand. 
the 
sand, | 
Lofa 
wish 
Sen- | 
> put 
have | 
engaged in a war against our own section, or at 
least the Senator from Pennsylvania did, and that | 
I did, and that my friend from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Tovucey,] who, like myself, isa member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, did. I[ will say 
frankly, that I think it was a very small argu- 
ment, utterly unworthy of the Senator. He 
knows—I presume we all know—that it has not 


| been usual in the Senate to take gentlemen from 
; &@ committee without their consent. 


I do not 
know thatit has been done in any case; certainly 
such instances are very rare. W { came here 
at the commencement of the last session, I believe 
there was a single vacancy in the Committee on 
the Judiciary. How, or why, I happened to be 
placed on it | have never heard. It certainly was 
on no solicitation of mine, nor was [ consulted 
about the matter. It seems to me that, as far as 
that is concerned, I could not permit myself to 
sit here and allow the Senator to make an argu- 
ment which proceeded on the supposition that 
the Senator from Connecticut and I were not to 
be considered as Representatives of the States 
which elected us, but were to be annexed to the | 
South, merely because it suited the gentleman’s 
argument that we should be. 

Ir. BUTLER. But for one remark made by 
my friend from Ohio, I should not rise to say a | 
single word in connection with this matter. Itso | 
happens that many gentlemen from the South are 
at the head of important committees; but it should 
be remembered that when Senators have once 
occupied that position, it would not be proper in 
all cases to remove them, because that would 
imply censure. In the original organization of 
the committees, so far as I know, they had no 
reference jo sectionalism at all. There was a 
Whig party and a Democratic party; and of 
course, the Democratic party having the ascend- | 
ency, had a larger number on the committees | 
than the members of the Whig party. At the | 


time of the original organization of the commit- 
tees, the party which has now sprung up was 
unknown as a party, and t do not know to this 
day what State its candidate for the Presidency 
hails from. I know he is not from the South. © 

3ut in reference to what has been said by my 
friend from Ohio, (Mr. Puen,] Lt have a remark 
to make. Since I have been a member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary | do not believe a 
sectional question has ever been agitated among 
them. It was at my instance that the Senator 
from Ohio was placed on that committee, before 
I had been introduced to him. I had heard that 
he was a good lawyer; and I knew that the inter- 
ests of Ohio—I knew that the interests of the 
lakes, and the many questions growing out of 
those interests, required practical knowledge of 
the laws applicable to them, which I had not; and 
when called upon to say who I thought ought to 
come from that section of the country to take 
charge of interests of that kind, | indicated the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, witheut ever hav- 
ing been introduced to him. I took him from 
reputation, and he has verified all that was said 
of him, 

As to my friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Tov- 
cey,]} the Senator says that he is not a northern 
man. I would like to know how the Senator 
from Illinois can claim to be more of a northern 
man than he of old Connecticut, which was 
known long before Illinois came into this Con- 
federacy. [tis unfair—I say it is unjust, gen- 
tlemen; and 1 give you to understand that, at 
the next session, I shall ask to be relieved from 
service on the Judiciary Committee. I will re- 
sign my position on it. I will not hear it eter- 
nally the subject of remark by gentlemen, when 
{ know, before this tribunal and Heaven, that I 
have never entertained, so far as regards the 
questions brought before that committee, any 
other than a desire to consult the interests of all. 
In case of the Senator from Ilinois’s election, I 
had nothing of the feeling attributed to me before 
the case was sent to me. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish not to be mis- 
understood. I have said nothing reflecting on 
any gentleman upon any of the committees, and 
least of all would I say anything reflecting upon 
the honorable chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee—I have no occasion to do so; I have seen 
nothing that would justify me in doing so—nor 
upon either of the other geatlemen upon that com- 
mittee. My point was not in regard to individ- 
ual members of that committee. The point which 
I sought to make was, that the committees of this 
body were so organized as to exclude totally from 
many of the more important committees any rep- 
resentation of thal great northern sentiment which 
has manifested itself in the recent canvass by the 
support of Colonel Frémont for the Presidency. 
That was what I meant to say; and I said nothing, 
and certainly intended to say nothing, which 
could reflect at all upon the individual members 
either of the Judiciary or any other committee; 
least of all did I say anything in regard to the 
chairman of any committee. It seemed to me 
that it was illiberal to exclude from important 
committees so great an interest as that of which 
I have spoken. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I have listened, 
not with any great deal of patience I confess, to 


| this discussion as it has gone on, with a very 


strong disinclination to embark in it at all; and | 
am not going to do so now, any further than to 
endeavor to state, so that the country may under- 
stand, if the Senator from IIlinois does not under- 
stand the pres_nt organization of the committees 
of this body. There are some things which ! 
had supposed were familiar.toall, and I can hardly 
believe now that they are not perfectly familiar 
to the Senator from Illinois. One is, that at the 
short session of Congress, although there is in 


| form a reorganization of the committees of each 


House, in fact there is none, except so far as they 
are made necessary by vacancies which have 
occurred. There may be other reasons, but this 
is, perhaps, the only one which operates gener- 
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correction now. 

He represented the bill of Mr. Duww as estab- 
lishing slavery in Kansas. I have that bill before 
me. At does nosuch thing. It contains no such 
provision; and it is a perversion, a misapprehen- 
sion—I may say, a total misapprehension of the 
bill to make such a statement. It provides for 
the restoration of the Missouri compromise, that 
excluded slavery. Now what is the clause upon 
which the Senator from Pennsylvania here in 
his place says that it perpetuates slavery? I 
will read it. After providing for the restoration 
of the Missouri compromise, the bill declares: 


“ Provided, however, That any perfon lawfully held to | 


service in either of the said Territories shail not be dis- 
charged from such service by reason of such repeal, if such 
person shall be permanently removed from such ‘Territory 
or Territories prior to the first day of January, 1858.” 
This provision is, that by reason of the repeal 
of that clause of the Kansas-Nebraska bill which 


had abrogated the Missouri compromise, and the | 


reénactment of that compromise, no pérson shall 
be discharged from his service. Did that estab- 
lish slavery? It provides that this bill shall not 
free persons if they are lawfully held to service. 
Cannot the Senator from Pennsylvania see the 
difference between a provision thatthe bill should 
not set free any one lawfully held to service, and 
a provision which makes a freeman a slave? 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; I have the cour- 
tesy to allow the gentleman to ask me a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PUGH. lIask the Senator from Illinois 
to read that portion of the proviso immediately 
following what he has already read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will read it. 

** And any child or children born in either of said Terri- 
tories of any female lawfully held to service, if, in like 
manner, removed without said Territory before the expi 
ration of that date, shall not, by reason of anything in this 
act, be emancipated from any service it might have owed, 
had this act never been passed.”’ 


. ° . 
It provides that the bill shall not free a person 


@ lawfully held in service; but it does not make a 


slave of anybody. Is not the distinction as pal- 
pable as the noonday sun, between a law which 
makes a slave of a free person, and a law which 
declares that by reason of its passage no person 
lawfully held to service shall be freed? Every 
one can see that. I say it is a total misrepre- 
sentation of the bill to say that these clauses 
ee ene or make a slave of a single human 
yeing for a single day. I would ask the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Puen] whether, if a question 
came up ih a court of justice as to the freedom 
of a person in Kansas under that bill, he would 
insist that this clause which declared that the bill 
should not make them free made them slaves? 
His reputation as a lawyer would not allow him 
to advance such a-proposition for a moment. 

Mr. PUGH. 
make a suggestion in this connection, I will tell 
him how | interpret that bill. If there is any 
validity in it at all, it prevents the Territorial 
Legislature from emancipating those very chil- 
dren. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It provides no such thing. 
ft says that, ** by reason of this act;’’ it does not 
say what the Territorial Legislature shall do, but 
that by reason of the passage of this act, or any- 
thing contained in it, no one shall be emancipated 
from any service he might have owed if it had 
never been passed. It is a perversion of this bill 


to say that it establishes slavery; and the Senator | 
from Pennsylvania when he was making that | 


broad statement, had either not examined it, or 
misapprehended itif he had examined it. 

Mr. *BIGLER. Will the Senator read the 
whole section? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have read that portion 
of the section which relates to the subject. The 
section is a very long one, and it does not affect 
what I have read. The other portion of the sec- 
tion I will state, and the Senator can refer to it 
and read it. The section commences by decilar- 
ing that the fourteenth and thirty-second sections 
of the Kansas-Nebraska act, which are the sec- 
tions repealing the Missouri compromise, are 
themselves repealed; and then goes on to make 
the provisoes 


words, copying into the section what is contained |, Committee. ) 
‘Nebraska act repealing the Mis- | the Committee on Indian Affairs, nor one upon 


in the Kansas- 
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If the Senator will allow me to | 


|| Senator was certainly not designe 
/ him at all; and I do not know that 1 should have | 
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souri compromise, and then contains the proviso | 





which I have read, declaring that, in consequence 
of abrogating the repealing clause of the Kansas- 
Nebraska act, no person lawfully held to service 
shall be discharged; but it does not make a slave 
of anybody. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania has been talk- 
ing of sectionalism; and the complaint of section- 
alism with him is, that 


noth the candidates of | 


the Republican party for President and Vice Pres- | 


ident were taken from the North. Now, sir, I 
wish to hold up the action of that Senator this 
day in this body. We have just been electing 
committees, 
Pearce] came in with a prepared list of com- 
mittees to transact the business of this body; and 
by the aid of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
committees were organized which are purely sec- 
tional. Here is the Committee upon the Judi- 


ciary 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr, President 

The PRESIDENT fro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir, I will yield the 
floor. I have more courtesy than the gentleman 
had. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


nois does not suppose that my declining to yield 








, the floor to him was-a want of courtesy upon my 


part. It was not so intended. 


The Senator from Maryland [Mr. | 


1 hope the Senator from IIli- | 


I am not a prac- | 


ticed debater in this body; and 1 feel compelled | 


to avoid interruption, lest | lose the thread of my | 


discourse. 
one, 

lam confident that the Senator will do me jus- 
tice in reference to what I said of a sectional party. 
I did not say that the circumstance of taking 


That was the motive, and the only 


both candidates from the North made a sectional | 


party. I was describing what was a sectional 
party; and in that description, with very many 
| other things, I mentioned the circumstance, that 
the Republican party had both their candidates 
from the North; but I certainly did not state that 
isolated fact, and upon that alone claiin that the 
party was ssesieniatl 
Mr. TRUMBULL. My interruption of the 
to confuse 


been led to use the remark which I made if the 


' fact had not transpired here that the Senator was 


interrupted by other Senators very frequently 
with his assent. I endeavored as kindly as | 
could to interpose; and I believe I was the only 
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/some show of justice, of sectionalism. 





person who was refused an opportunity of making | 


an explanation. 
But, sir, as one of the incidents of sectionalism, 
{ understand the Senator now to instance the 


| fact, that the candidates of the Republican part 


were both taken from the North. Now I as 

him and I ask the country to look at his action 
to-day. ‘Take the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
consisting of six members. Every one of them 
is from the southern States—not a man from a 
northern State of any party upon it. Take the 


Committee on Military Affairs, consisting of as | 


many members, and every individual upon that 
committee is from the slaveholding States save 
one, and he is from California, and coincides 


' fully with the South upon the slavery question. 


Take the Committee on the Judiciary—take the 


, Committee-on Finance, and there is not on either 


of those committees, the leading and most import- 


ant committees to the country, a man representing 


heard. 


the Republican party, composed of hundreds of 
thousands—yea, of more than a million of voters. 

This I call evidence of sectionalism; and as one 
member of the (Republican party, and an indi- 
vidual who sought to elevate Colonel F'rémont to 
the Presidency, | will say I am governed by no 
| such sectional motives; and if it should ever be 
my fortune, while I occupy a seat here, to be in 
a majority, I never will consent to exclude every 
Senator from a slaveholding State from any one 
_of the important committees. They should be 
e come here to legislate for a com- 
| mon country; and all the great interests of the 
country should be eee. upon the import- 
/ ant committees, which block out the business for 
,our action. While I do not claim a majority, I 
‘claim a reasonable representation upon all the 
| committees. I say we have none on the Judi- 


have read. It repeals in so many | ciary Committee; we have none on the Finance 


There is not a northern man upon 
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the Committee on Military Affairs, save the Sep. 
ator from California, who coincides, as we qj 
know, with the South on the slavery question, 
Then talk to us about sectionalism! What, sir, 
would have been thought of the Speaker of the 
other House if he had organized the Judiciar 
Committee there with not a man on it who was 
not opposed to the Nebraska bill? What would 
have a thought of him if he had placed upon 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, or the Commit. 
tee on Military Affairs, none but northern men? 
The South could then have complained, with 
{ think 
it came with an ill grace from the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to talk about our taking our cap- 
didates from the North, when within the last 
hour he had been guilty of proscribing a num. 
ber of Senators upon this floor, and a great party 
in this country, from all influence and all oppor- 
tunity to be heard upon the most important com- 
mittees of this body. 

But, sir, he stated another thing, to which | 
wish to call attention now I am up, and that 
was, that the issue between the parties, as 
settled in the late presidential election, was, on 
the one side, the Frémont party contending that 
the people of Kansas shoal not be free to settle 
the subject of slavery for themselves, but thai 
somebody else should settle it for them; while, 
on the Buchanan side, among the supporters of 
Mr. Buchanan, the principle contended for was, 
that the people should be free to settle this subject 
for themselves. Yet, when the question was put 
to him, he could not say, and did not tell us, 
whether Mr. Buchanan believed in the right of 
the people of a Territory to regulate this matter 
for themselves or not. 

Mr. BIGLER. I thought I was very explicit 
on that subject in reply to the Senator from Ohio, 
{Mr. Wape,] who asked me what Mr. Buchan- 
an’s views are on a constitutional question—a 
judicial question—a question of construing the 
Constitution. I said I could not answer that 
question, but this I could say, I thought, with 
entire safety, that Mr. Buchanan held the views 
on this subject which the Democratic party held, 
and declared at Cincinnati, and accepted by him, 
viz: that the people of the Territories shall settle 
this question for themselves. Further, I suid 
that [ believed the Constitution conferred on them 
a perfect law-making power, though I might be 
mistaken in that if it were tested before the proper 
tribunal. Mr. Buchanan might be mistaken, 
also. If the Senator desires to see the question 
settled let him present it before the proper tribunal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then it seems, by the 
explanation of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
that they are contending for they know not what. 
The issue which he says has been pending has 
established nothing. e does not even now pre- 
tend to know what the views of Mr. Buchanan 
are, except as they are enunciated in the Cincin- 
nati platform. What does that enunciate? Do 
any two of his supporters understand it alike? 
Does the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] 
understand it as the Senator from Pennsylvania 
does? Do we not know that that Cincinnati 
platform is couched in such words as to be under- 
stood differently in different parts of the coun- 
try? Its language is, that the people of a Terri- 
tory, when sufficiently numerous to form a State 
constitution for themselves, shall be admitted 
into the Union either with or without slavery, as 
they may determine. That is not the question. 
The issue before the country was not about the 
admission of any State into the Union whether as 
aslave orafree State. No such issue was put; but 
the question was about the existence of slavery 
in the Territory of Kansas, and the right of the 
Territorial Legislature, while the territorial gov- 
ernment lasted, to exclude slavery. That is the 
question upon which we want Mr. Buchanan's 
views, and that is the question upon which we 
cannot get his views. Phe Cincinnati Conven- 
tion has not explained it. 

Mr. BIGLER rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I give way to the Sens 
tor from Pennsylvania cheerfully. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator says there ws 
no such question as that of admitting a free 
slave State into the Union. Well, sir, I will read 
a paragraph from the Republican platform 


Does the 
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